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Where now for the 

anti-war movement? 



I t is only a matter of time before the last 
of the Taliban strongholds fall. US air 
power has given an overwhelming 
advantage to the Northern Alliance and 
other anti-Taliban forces, and Kunduz 
and Kandahar will surely soon be in their 
hands too. But, as the US military offen¬ 
sive in Afghanistan is more and more 
supplanted by diplomacy, arm-twisting 
and power-brokering, the anti-war move¬ 
ment must change. It will be totally inad¬ 
equate to go on saying, ‘Stop the 
bombing’. 

The turnout on the November 18 dem¬ 
onstration organised by the Stop the 
War Coalition was excellent. More than 
50,000 marched through London - well 
up on the October 13 CND event, but it 
was clear that the sudden, unexpected 
collapse of Taliban authority had re¬ 
duced numbers - many people stayed 
away, believing the war was all but over. 

Certainly the bombing will be scaled 
down in its intensity, as US generals tar¬ 
get the shrinking enclaves held by Tali¬ 
ban and al Qa’eda fighters. But it is 
possible that US and British ground 
forces will be drawn into a long and 
bloody guerrilla war, as they continue to 
search out and attempt to eliminate 
Osama bin Laden. 

So the Socialist Workers Party is at 
least in part correct when it says: “Impe¬ 
rialism cannot bring peace” (November 
18 demonstration leaflet). By the same 
measure top-down attempts - led by Brit¬ 
ain and the EU - to cobble together a 
central provisional government that en¬ 
compasses all Afghan nationalities are 
beset with difficulties. Apart from the fact 
that the US seems intent on only pursu¬ 
ing bin Laden and staying clear of “na¬ 
tion building”, any central administration 
will be based on the armed power of the 
rival blood-soaked warlords - with the 
sole proviso that the Taliban hardliners 
are excluded. The all-party conference 
will no doubt include the ex-monarch 
Zahir Shah and a token women’s pres¬ 
ence but without substantial injections 
of capital Afghanistan will remain mired 
in banditry and ethnic fragmentation. 

But Tony Blair and Clare Short at least 
have a programme for Afghanistan. They 
not only want to rid it of the Taliban and 
bin Laden, but to impose on it their own 
version of stability. To gain backing for 
this they use the language of democracy. 
Surely there can be nothing more nau¬ 
seating than the spectacle of Cherie Blair 
and Laura Bush launching an anti-Tali¬ 
ban campaign for the rights of Afghan 
women. Such hypocrisy. Official society 
never had the slightest compunction 


about backing any of the anti-women 
mujahedin in the 1980s - the burqa was 
not a Taliban invention. Then all the vari¬ 
ous shades of fundamentalists were re¬ 
garded as staunch allies against the 
Soviet Union and the progressive Peo¬ 
ple’s Democratic Party of Afghanistan 
government. Nor do the imperialists - 
neither the US nor the UK - mount cam¬ 
paigns for the rights of Saudi women, who 
live under a regime only marginally less 
oppressive than the Taliban. 

However, as far as the SWP is con¬ 
cerned, imperialism can have a free mn 
when it poses as the champion of democ¬ 
racy. The SWP has not, and does not, 
put forward a democratic programme for 
Afghanistan - or any kind of internal pro¬ 
gramme in fact. All we get is a 
Bowdlerised anti-imperialism. Indeed, in 
its shamefaced, unspoken ‘defencism’ - 
‘my enemy’s enemy is my friend’ - it has 
constituted itself as an apologist for the 
reactionary Taliban regime. Even now, 
when it is clear that the Taliban enjoyed 
almost no support among the popula¬ 
tion, the SWP pretends they were pref¬ 
erable to their rivals: “The north of the 
country is under the control of the North¬ 
ern Alliance. They are a bigger bunch of 
killers than the Taliban” (November 18 
leaflet). 

In my opinion it is totally futile to ar¬ 
gue that the National Front is worse than 
the BNP, or vice versa. The point is, we 
need to put forward our own, working 
class, alternative - something the SWP 
signally fails to do. Its leaflet puts forward 
a list of immediate tasks: 

“We need to fight to: 

• keep up the opposition to all western 
intervention in Afghanistan 

• withdraw US and British troops from 


Afghanistan, the Gulf and Saudi Arabia 

• end all arms sales to Israel - no two-state 
solution; for one Palestine, to which all 
have the right to return 

• end UN sanctions against Iraq, and stop 
the US/UK bombing 

• as at Seattle and Genoa, fight neo-lib- 
eralism at home and abroad - for global 
peace and justice.” 

As can be seen, this anti-imperialism 
hardly concerns itself with Afghanistan 
and is almost entirely negative - it is more 
than clear what the SWP is against, but 
what is it for (apart from “one Palestine” 
- a simplistic solution which ignores the 
small matter of the Israeli nation)? Read¬ 
ing SWP propaganda, you get the im¬ 
pression that all of Afghanistan’s 
problems would go away, if only it was 
left alone: “America wants to impose 
control, but Russia, Pakistan and Iran will 
all want to promote their warlords” (ibid). 

Socialist Worker goes further: “Rival 
local powers - Iran, Pakistan, India and 
Russia - support different factions. Talk 
of the UN organising a government is 
about giving each of these states a slice 
of power, or possibly a slice of a parti¬ 
tioned Afghanistan (original emphasis, 
November 17). And to stress the point, 
Socialist Worker features a cartoon of 
Bush holding a giant knife over the Af¬ 
ghanistan ‘dish’. He is saying to Blair, 
“Shall I carve?”, as representatives of 
Iran, Russia and Pakistan slobber in an¬ 
ticipation. 

Bush is not partitioning Afghanistan. 
The US wants to get bin Laden. In the 
process it tilted the balance of power - 
through bombing and arms supplies - 
massively against the Taliban. It is the 
Northern Alliance and other petty war¬ 
lords who have de facto partitioned the 


country. It is Blair and the EU which is 
at the forefront of those pushing for a 
centralist Afghan state. The present 
tension between Britain and the US is 
not over dividing the country up but 
over political intervention and non-in¬ 
tervention. Once they get bin Laden the 
rightwing of Bush’s Republican Party 
will be quite content to let Afghanistan 
rot. Again we see the nullity of the 
SWP’s dogma that America’s main war 
aim is to ensure the laying of an oil pipe¬ 
line across the country. You might have 
thought that such a project would be 
greatly facilitated if the oil barons were 
able to deal with a single central state or 
at least a client statelet. 

Sections of the left developed a simi¬ 
lar conspiracy theory regarding alleged 
plans to break up Yugoslavia. The pos¬ 
sibility that there is an internal dynamic 
underpinning the divisions in Bosnia, 
Kosova - and Afghanistan - is totally 
discounted. 

Of course imperialism sponsored the 
mujahedin. Of course neighbouring 
states have interests. But that is not the 
end of the story. Afghanistan is a multi¬ 
national ‘state’ whose peoples remain 
fiercely insular. Apart from in the cities - 
especially Kabul - classes and the state 
have never developed, even 
embryonically. Males are routinely armed 
and loyal to local headmen and warlords 
who, besides seeking external allies, have 
a proven ability to unite against both cen¬ 
tral authority - Kabul - and outside pow¬ 
ers. 

When a mediated form of class strug¬ 
gle did break out, it was through the lead¬ 
ership of the People’s Democratic Party 
of Afghanistan. Strikes, mass demonstra¬ 
tions, the revolutionary ‘coup’ of April 
1978 were all headed by the PDPA - an 
‘official’ communist organisation with a 
mainly westerns ducated leadership 
which had deep roots in the working 
class and urban poor and managed to 
secure support amongst a wide layer of 
junior officers and army units. Its reforms 

- land redistribution, women’s equality, 
minority national rights - enraged the tra¬ 
ditional elite, not least in the countryside 

- the landlords, mullahs and village elders. 
But the PDPA was aligned to the Soviet 
Union. 

Because of its inconsistent third camp 
position the SWP backed the mujahedin 
against the PDPA, ignoring the massive 
funding they received from the USA. The 
mujahedin counterrevolution was 
equated with a national liberation strug¬ 
gle - against the imperialist state capital¬ 
ism of the USSR. Now that one wing of 


the counterrevolution, the Taliban, has 
fallen out with the US, the SWP supports 
them - quietly, covertly and by implica¬ 
tion - because they are against the re¬ 
maining imperialist superpower. 

Since the Taliban are against US and 
British imperialism, and since imperialism 
still backs the Northern Alliance, the lat¬ 
ter can now be written off. Once they 
were liberation fighters; now they are 
puppets. Socialist Worker is full of the 
atrocities committed by the Northern 
Alliance - yet is silent over the crimes of 
the Taliban. In fact the only negative ref¬ 
erence to the Taliban in last week’s So¬ 
cialist Worker comes in a reprint of a 
report from the Scottish Socialist Party’s 
Alan McCombes on his return from a 
visit to Pakistan: 

“Despite the repression they suffer 
from the Taliban, Hilla [an activist com¬ 
rade McCombes met in Pakistan] says 
all women oppose the US bombings: ‘... 
if they invade the country on the ground, 
most people will fight with the Taliban 
against America and Britain.’” That, of 
course, is what the SWP believes ought 
to happen: an anti-imperialist bloc, if nec¬ 
essary under the leadership of the Tali¬ 
ban. That hampers or rules out any 
attempt to unite the Afghan masses on 
the basis of class. 

We communists take a rather different 
view. We are for the democratic struggle 
of the Afghan workers and peasants to 
free themselves from the oppression of 
both the Taliban and the rival warlords, 
and in opposition to the imperialist on¬ 
slaught. Such a position is principled and 
consistent - it does not change like the 
wind, along with the fortunes of the 
Northern Alliance, Taliban, the imperial¬ 
ists or anyone else. 

If the anti-war movement is not to end 
up in cul de sac - fading from the scene 
as the bombing winds down - it must take 
up the politics of consistent democracy. 
Imperialism wants to impose a settlement 
in its own interests. We must champion 
the rights of the Afghan masses. 

• US and UK forces out of Afghanistan 

• No to Blunkett’s internment without 
trial 

• For an inclusive anti-war movement 

• For a secular, democratic Afghanistan 

• For freedom of religion 

• End the oppression of women 

• Equal rights for all national groups 

• For the right to form political parties and 
trade unions 

• The land to those who work it 

• For working class leadership, in Britain 
and Afghanistan • 

Peter Manson 
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Letters may have been 
shortened because of space. 
Some names may have been 
changed 


Victory over 
homophobia 

Lennox Lewis has won a sensational vic¬ 
tory in the ring and an equally sensa¬ 
tional victory over homophobia. Hasim 
‘the homophobe’ Rahman was knocked 
out by the man whose masculinity and 
sexuality he derided. 

In the run-up to his world title fight, 
Lewis was subjected to a stream of taunts 
about his sexual orientation from Rah¬ 
man and rival managers and promoters. 
In August, Rahman accused Lewis of a 
“gay move” over his legal action to force 
a rematch between the two fighters. Two 
days before the fight, he repeated his 
insinuations, making an issue of the fact 
that at the age of 36 Lewis has no chil¬ 
dren. 

The World Boxing Council, Interna¬ 
tional Boxing Organisation and Interna¬ 
tional Boxing Federation did nothing. 
They colluded with Rahman’s vulgar 
bigotry. The WBC, IBO and IBF collu¬ 
sion with homophobia brings shame 
upon the sport. It makes boxing look 
nasty, cheap and prejudiced. By not con¬ 
demning the homophobic slurs against 
Lewis, the boxing profession gave a 
green light to prejudice. 

It would never tolerate racism. Why is 
it tolerating homophobia? If a white op¬ 
ponent was taunting Lennox Lewis about 
his race he would face disciplinary action. 
Yet boxing’s governing bodies gave 
Rahman a free hand to make repeated 
offensive insinuations about Lewis’s 
sexual orientation. 

Why is Rahman so interested in 
Lewis’s sexuality? Perhaps his obsession 
reveals something about his own sexual 
desires? Rahman is a cheap, small- 
minded bigot. He deserves to be treated 
with the same contempt as racists. It is 
outrageous that the boxing boards of 
control did not discipline Rahman over 
his homophobia and failed to support 
Lewis by publicly condemning homo¬ 
phobia in sport. 

There is no evidence that Lewis is gay, 
but if he is gay he should come out. It 
would be an act of great courage and 
dignity: the equivalent of Jesse Owens 
braving racist prejudice to win gold in 
Berlin in 1936. Lewis would become one 
of the all-time great sporting legends, on 
account of both his record in the ring and 
his guts in standing up to the notorious 
homophobia of the boxing scene. 
Peter Tatchell 
London 

To sign or not 

The Revolutionary Democratic Group 
has been asked to support the statement, 
‘For a democratic and effective Socialist 
Alliance’. In our view there are four key 
questions for any pro-party bloc at the 
current time. 

• First, the need to adopt the aim of a 
party in the new SA constitution. It is not 
necessary to specify at this point when 
such party should be launched. 

• Second, and following from that, the 
recognition of the need for a democratic 
process leading to a special founding 
conference to launch a new party. 

• Third is the necessity of establishing 
urgently a regular Socialist Alliance news¬ 
paper. 

• Finally, the need for a transitional con¬ 
stitution based on democratic federalism 
as the best means of uniting the existing 
and potential forces in the SA. 

The problem is that the statement, ‘For 
a democratic and effective SA’, does not 
deal with any of these key pro-party is¬ 
sues. 

Strictly speaking, the statement is not 
a pro-party statement. Comrade Larsen 
(CPGB) has said that when he asked Nick 
Wrack to sign, he was asked if the state¬ 


ment was pro-party. When comrade 
Wrack was assured that it was, he agreed 
to sign. But why would he ask such a 
question if the statement was clear? The 
fact is that it isn’t clear and therefore re¬ 
quires support from additional statements 
and reassurances. 

The Socialist Workers Party is op¬ 
posed to adopting the aim of a party in 
its constitution, does not recognise the 
need for a founding conference, opposes 
an SA paper, and opposes a democratic 
federal constitution. It could adopt the 
statement without making any conces¬ 
sion on its position. The only exception 
to this is on members’ platforms. Apart 
from that, they could sign up without 
supporting any of the key pro-party de¬ 
mands. The argument for a “democratic 
and effective” SA is now used by the 
SWP as a non-party or anti-party line. 

These are the reasons the RDG has 
not signed this statement so far. It is not 
that we are opposed to democratic effec¬ 
tiveness. Everybody wants that. We can 
sign statements whose contents we 
don’t disagree with. The problem is that 
the statement does not focus on the key 
questions around which a “democratic 
and effective” pro-party bloc should 
coalesce. It therefore points us in the 
wrong direction. 

Shortly after the statement was 
launched, we requested some minor but 
important amendments. They were not 
accepted. It would have been difficult, 
but not impossible to accept them. It is 
now (virtually) impossible to make such 
changes. But since the CPGB are our 
closest political allies on the left, we are 
in favour seeking some other way to find 
agreement. We have called for discus¬ 
sions with the CPGB with that aim in 
mind. Talks have been agreed in princi¬ 
ple. If the CPGB is serious in wanting us 
to sign, we are optimistic that an agree¬ 
ment can be reached. 

RDG 

Web design 

I thought you might be interested in 
some feedback on your new web layout. 
I find it very hard - the text is initially too 
small to read and when you zoom in, you 
have to keep flicking from one side to the 
other and text is still not as distinct as 
before. 

I do not know if you have adopted this 
new layout for financial reasons. If so, I 
understand (and I gave my £20 donation 
to your comrade in Trafalgar Square to¬ 
day for reading the web edition). But if it 
is for clarity I think it is a lot worse than 
before. 

Colin Price 
e-mail 


Teesside 

Stagecoach robbery 


A EEU andTGWU members who 
work for the Stagecoach com¬ 
pany on Teesside have been 
locked in combat for several weeks 
now in a dispute largely over pay. 

Since the deregulation of local bus 
services in the Jurassic era of Thatch¬ 
er’s Conservative government, local 
bus services across the country have 
seen the free market do its damnedest. 
However, whereas the privatisation of 
the railways has attracted national 
headlines, the appalling services suf¬ 
fered by users of a different form of 
transport have not been such hot 
news. And, although bus companies 
retain relatively high levels of union 
organisation, the workers have over 
recent years not been renowned for 
their militancy. 

Bus companies across the country, 
previously split into countless con¬ 
cerns, have seen numerous mergers 
and takeovers that have left just a few 
main players, Stagecoach certainly 
being one of them. But the return to 
local pay and conditions in a period 
of low combativity has reduced the 
workforce to almost Dickensian boss- 
worker relations. Workers in Newcas¬ 
tle have received higher wages than 
those employed by the same com¬ 
pany on Teesside: an hourly rate of 
just over £5 per hour has been all that 
Teesside drivers have been paid. 

Company excuses have been met, 
however, with action. Claims for an 
increase across the board to bring the 
wages of all drivers into fine with the 
highest paid for the company has 
surely been the right tactic. Two days 
of solid strike action has seen man¬ 
agement drafted in from across the 
north to keep a slender pretence of a 
service going on strike days. 

Solid and defiant picket lines, clearly 
disregarding anti-trade union legisla¬ 
tion, alongside flexible campaigning 
initiatives, including the leafleting of 
bus-users and people in the town 
centres, have given the workers a 
taste of their own ability to take on the 
employer and win. As the Weekly 
Worker goes to press, strike action has 


been suspended pending a ballot on 
an increased offer - clearly a victory 
for Stagecoach workers across Tees¬ 
side. 

Quoting from a leaflet supporting the 
strikers, the local Socialist Alliance has 
pledged to put itself at the disposal of 
the strikers. Invitations from SA mem¬ 
bers on the trades council for strikers 
to put across their case and organise 
supportive action were welcomed. 

Links made with stewards from the 
AEEU and TGWU will hopefully lead 
to creating a network of trade union 
activists organised in the Socialist 
Alliance. Plans to build on the Unions 


Fightback conference are already 
underway and hopefully Stagecoach 
workers will show support for other 
groups of workers - eg, civil servants 
and care centre workers - as they 
move into dispute in the north east. 
There is certainly a feeling that peo¬ 
ple will not be pushed around for 
much longer. 

Socialist Alliance comrades need to 
put themselves at the centre of work¬ 
ing class resistance and help develop 
rank and file campaigning initiatives, 
wherever the opportunities present 
themselves • 

Lawrie Coombs 



SA conference 

Sunday December 1 - Logan Hall, Institute of Education, Bedford Way, 
London. £12 (waged); £6 (unwaged). Send cheques, made payable to 
‘Socialist Alliance’, to Wickham House, 10 Cleveland Way, El 4TR. To 
confirm that you are a national member, call 0207-7913138 ore-mail: office- 
@ socialistalliance.net 

Independent fringe meeting 

Lunchtime, room 2D, University of London Union. Organised by inde¬ 
pendent SA members. Speakers: Mike Marqusee; others to be confirmed. 

For a democratic and effective SA 
fringe meeting 

After conference assessment: ‘What now for the Socialist Alliance?’ 
Speakers: Dave Church, Martin Thomas, Jack Conrad. Room 3A, ULU, 
Malet Street. 


Fighting fund 

Finai push 


Over the weekend Weekly Worker sell¬ 
ers went out on the streets of London 
protesting, along with thousands of 
others, against imperialism’s Afghan 
sortie. 

While the demonstration itself was 
larger than on October 13, unfortu¬ 
nately this was not reflected in in¬ 
creased sales of the paper. However, 
though we only sold around 200 pa¬ 
pers this time around, compared with 
over 400 last time, this to a degree was 
a reflection of confusion in the anti¬ 
war movement. The US-UK coalition 
is winning. The armchair generals 
were wrong and talk of turning Af¬ 
ghanistan into another Vietnam for the 
US now appears silly. 

On the money front the last week 
has seen our coffers receive a wel¬ 


come and timely boost. Not just from 
donations on the demonstration, 
which came to £30, but also from a 
bumper postbag. 

Thanks are due to comrades FM 
(£25), CP (£20), DS (£15) and, last but 
by no means least, comrade PM with 
£5. That leaves the total for this month 
standing at an encouraging £315 with 
the monthly total of £450 not just 
achievable but easily surpassable. 
Cmcial, as next month we enter the tra¬ 
ditionally lean holiday period. 

All we need is one final push, com¬ 
rades. Your paper is relying on you • 
Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankers order form, or 
send cheques, payable to Weekly 
Worker 


Join the Scottish Socialist Party 

Please send medetailsaboutjoiningtheSSP 



Name 


ttish 
Socialist 
arly 


Address 


j Town/city_Postcode _j 

j Phone_Email_j 

i Return this form to Scottish Socialist Party, 73 Robertson I 

| Street, Glasgow, G2 8QD or ‘phone 0141-2217714 | 

I_I 


CPGB day school 

Sunday December 2, 1 lam - 5 pm, University of London Union, Room 3A 
Malet Street, London. Nearest tubes: Goodge Street or Russell Square. 
Session One (1 lam -1.30pm): the Socialist Alliance and the anti-war movement 
- Mike Marqusee (SA executive), Nick Wrack (SA executive), Mark Fischer 
(CPGB), Dave Nellist invited. 

Session Two (2.30pm - 5.00pm): Reactionary anti-capitalism. What is islamic 
fundamentalism? Speakers from Organisation of Revolutionary Workers of Iran, 
Worker-Communist Party of Iraq, Clive Bradley (AWL), John Bridge (CPGB). 
SWP speaker invited. 


CPGB, BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX • Tel: 020 8965 0659 • Fax: 020 8961 9193 • weeklyworker@cpgb.org.uk • www.cpgb.org.uk 
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TRADE UNION LEFT _ 

United fightback 
needed 





Dave Prentis: militant noises 


T his weekend sees yet another initiative 
from the trade union left in the shape 
of an anti-privatisation conference 
hosted by a variety of broad lefts and offi¬ 
cial union bodies. 

The action that will hopefully flow from it 
is vitally needed. As the Blair government 
continues to push through its private finance 
offensive, the leadership has on occasion 
talked tough, but failed to deliver any con¬ 
crete opposition. Rightwinger John 
Edmonds of the GMB has floated the idea 
of standing anti-privatisation/pro-public 
services candidates in elections. This does 
at least have the effect of causing his union’s 
rank and file to think about some kind of col¬ 
lective action in opposition to Blair, and it is 
a debate the left ought to take up. However, 
no doubt it is meant as a warning - a shot 
over the government’s bows. 

Dave Prentis, general secretary of Unison, 
has likewise made a few militant noises, in 
order to reflect the anger felt by hundreds of 
thousands of public sector workers. The bu¬ 
reaucracy is keenly aware of the extent of this 
feeling, since in the last election for general 
secretary two left candidates, representing 
the Campaign for a Fighting and Democratic 
Unison (CFDU) and the Hillingdon Hospi¬ 
tal strikers respectively, gained a joint vote 
of well over 40% - this despite failing to gen¬ 
erate the momentum that a single, united 
candidate would have produced. Prentis has 
called a day of action outside parliament on 
Tuesday December 4, but at a time most guar¬ 
anteed to have the minimum of impact. There 
is to be no attempt to mobilise Unison’s huge 
membership: just the thin layer of full-timers. 

Quite obviously the situation calls for rank 
and file initiatives. Unfortunately the left still 
seems stuck in the sectist dark ages of years 
gone by. Many unions have several compet¬ 
ing broad lefts - some good, some not so 
good; some leftwing, some that are not par¬ 
ticularly leftwing at all; and some that act as 
private election machines for full-time offi¬ 
cials (the TGWU being a good example). 
The advent of the Socialist Alliance has 


ers’ Fiberty. It is all very sad. 

These events should have been coordi¬ 
nated through the Socialist Alliance, which 
must act as a central coordinator, discourag¬ 
ing its affiliates from acting with such ama¬ 
teurism/sectarianism (you decide). In all 
fairness to the Unions Fightback organisers, 
they have been at pains to stress the need 
for united action and for a joint committee/ 
organisation to emerge from this debacle. 

To make matters worse, the Unions Fight¬ 
back meeting clashed with the founding con¬ 
ference of Unison United Feft, which saw the 
coming together of the CFDU, the SWP and 
some smaller elements. This was because the 
UUL postponed its gathering from October 
13 to avoid a clash with the first big Fondon 
anti-war demonstration. The clash that ac¬ 
tually occurred as a result was worse than 
the one it was designed to avoid. 

All this makes us look like characters from 
Pulp fiction trying to get one over on each 
other at every available opportunity - or per¬ 
haps like something from a Norman Wisdom 
comedy. Sectism or amateurism - either way 
we must rise to the tasks before us in a more 
democratic and effective manner • 

Bill Jeannes 

I-1 

Join the Welsh Socialist Alliance | 

Pleasesend me information on joining the WSA I 

Name_ I 


Address 


Town/city_Postcode_ 1 

Phone_Email_ ' 

Return this form to Welsh Socialist Alliance/Cynghrair Sosialaidd j 

Cymru, PO Box369, Cardiff CF243WW i 

I_I 


given the left unity project in the unions a 
much needed kick-start. In Unison and else¬ 
where the Socialist Workers Party has begun 
to pool its efforts with others, where before 
it spumed left cooperation, even in the field 
of union elections. However, the unity is 
tenuous and edgy and it is fair to say that 
even some of the better organised broad lefts 
are little more than election groupings. We 
must aim to take them way beyond their cur¬ 
rent stage of development, so they are not 
only transformed into real rank and file fight¬ 
ing bodies, but become part of the drive to¬ 
wards building a real political alternative 
based on the SA. 

It is unfortunate, then, that the current pe¬ 
riod is seeing the organisation of separate 
events, often with similar or exactly the same 
terms of reference, by different left groups. It 
is a case of either incompetence or downright 
sectarianism. Saturday’s conference has been 
largely driven by the Socialist Party and would 
appear to be exactly the same fare as promoted 
by Unions Fightback, whose own conference 
a fortnight ago was kicked off by Mark Ser- 
wotka, general secretary of the PCSU, and a 
host of other leading trade union militants. 
This was an initiative of the Alliance for Work- 


Action 


CPGB London seminars 

Sunday November 25, 5pm - ‘Base and superstructure’, using 
Ellen Meiksins Wood’s Capitalism against democracy as a 
study guide. 

Sunday December 2 - No seminar, CPGB day school. 

Stop privatisation 

National Union to Defend Public Services conference, Satur¬ 
day November 24, llam-4pm, Union of Fondon Union, Malet 
Street, Fondon WC1. 

Supported by Communication Workers Union Broad Feft, Feft 
Unity (PCS), Fondon regional committee MSF, Socialist Teach¬ 
ers Alliance (NUT), United Feft (Unison). 

More information: Chris Baugh, 133 Highcross Road, Poulton- 
le-Fylde, Fancashire, FY6 8BX; pcsleftunity@tesco.net 

No Sweat conference 

Saturday November 24, University of Fondon Union, Malet 
Street, Fondon. 

1 lam - 5pm; closing rally at 5.15pm. 

Speakers include: Barry Morris (KFAT), War on Want, Kat 
Fletcher (NUS Women’s Officer), Dita Sari, Naila Kabeer, GMB, 
Fabour Behind the Fabel. 

Workshops on topics including: trade unions, the fight for 
workers’ rights, anti-capitalism after Genoa, football and exploi¬ 
tation, sweatshop labour in Bangladesh, and the meaning of 
globalisation. 

Campsfield demonstration 

Saturday November 24, 12pm - 2pm, Campsfield Detention 
Centre, Fangford Fane, Kidlington, Oxford. 

Aid not bombs 

CND parliamentary meeting, Tuesday November 27, 7 - 9pm, 
Westminster Hall, Houses of Parliament. Hosted by Alice 
Mahon MP. 

Brent STWC 

Brent Stop the War Coalition public meeting, Thursday Novem¬ 
ber 29,7.30pm, Willesden Fibrary centre, High Road Willesden, 
Speakers include: George Galloway MP and Kate Hudson, CND 
vice-chair. 

Public services 

Conference called by Ken Fivingstone to discuss the future of 
the public services, Saturday December 1, 10am - 5pm, Busi¬ 
ness Design Centre, Upper Street, Islington, Nl, For more in¬ 
formation see www.london.gov.uk. 

Campaign group AGM 

Network of Socialist Campaign Groups AGM, Saturday Decem¬ 
ber 1,10.30am - 5pm, Swarthmore Education Centre, Feeds. 

Celebrate public services 

Fobby of parliament and rally, Tuesday December 4,12.30pm - 
3pm, Central Hall, Westminster. Supported by Unison and the 
TUC. 

Lobby parliament 

Called by the Campaign Against Tube Privatisation, Tuesday 
December 4,12.30pm, Westmister Central Hall. 

Hands off asylum seekers 

Candlelit vigil called by Fondon Assembly Against Racism, 6pm 
- 7.30pm, on the steps of St Martin in-the-Fields, Trafalgar 
Square. 

Anti-terror laws 

Meeting to discuss the impact of Blunkett’s new laws, spon¬ 
sored by the Charter for Basic Democratic Rights, Tuesday 
December 11,7pm, Friends Meeting House, Euston Road, NW1. 
Speakers include: Ted Knight, MSF Fondon region (personal 
capacity) and Stephanie Harrison, chair of the Haldane Society 
of Socialist Fawyers. 

Party wills 

The CPGB has forms available for you to include the Party and 
the struggle for communism in your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group write to: PO 
Box 6773, Dundee DD11YF. 


CPGB contacts 


Main office: 

office @ cpgb. org.uk 

London, Brent: 

brent @ cpgb. org. uk 

London, Hackney: 

hackney @ cpgb. org. uk 

Cambridgeshire: 

cambs@cpgb.org.uk 

Hertfordshire: 

herts @ cpgb. org .uk 


Manchester: 

manchester @ cpgb.org.uk 

Northeast: 

northeast @ cpgb .org .uk 

Nottinghamshire: 

notts @ cpgb. org .uk 

Scotland: 

scotland@cpgb.org.uk 

Surrey: 

surrey @ cpgb .org .uk 
Wales: wales@cpgb.org.uk 
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DEBATING THE WAR 


After Kabul’s fall 

Farooq Tariq, general secretary of the Labour Party Pakistan, 
discusses the situation in Afghanistan after the collapse of the 
Taliban. This is an edited version of his article 



Musharaf: Pakistan’s military leader calls for UN peacekeepers 


T he Northern Alliance took over Kabul 
on November 13. For all their menacing 
jihad rhetoric, the Taliban turned tail and 
fled when the Northern Alliance forces arrived. 
Kabul was taken over without any serious re¬ 
sistance. The myth of ‘invincibility’ created 
by the Taliban and their supporters was bro¬ 
ken within days. 

This shamefaced surrender will shatter mo¬ 
rale. It was not a tactical retreat, as it is being 
presented by some media outlets, but a total 
collapse by the Taliban. 

The US-sponsored Northern Alliance took 
over Kabul only a day after Bush pleaded with 
them not to do so. Bush wanted to please the 
visiting Pakistan military ruler, general 
Musharaf. The Pakistani government is now 
pleading for a UN peacekeeping force to help 
form a broad-based government - it had to say 
something after its president had been pub¬ 
licly humiliated. The US was desperate for an 
immediate and clear victory after another 
plane crashed in New York on November 12. 
That is why Bush’s call on the NA not to enter 
Kabul was set aside. 

The surrender of Kabul and its disintegrat¬ 
ing social base shows the absolutely dictato¬ 
rial nature of Taliban. The ordinary citizens of 
Kabul seemed quite delighted over this vic¬ 
tory. The Northern Alliance issued an imme¬ 
diate order allowing women to go out to work. 
But that was just to please its masters in the 
imperialist countries. The Northern Alliance 
majority has a policy on women no different 
to that of the Taliban. Once the Northern Al¬ 
liance has strengthened its power base, the 
real face of these fundamentalists will be re¬ 
vealed. 

US imperialism has once again taken the 
view that ‘my enemy’s enemy is my friend’. It 
has paid a heavy price for supporting and pro¬ 
moting religious fundamentalists against the 
former Soviet Union in the past. It is repeat¬ 
ing the same mistake. If it continues to sup¬ 
port the NA, it will bring into being another 
monster that it will be unable to control in a 
very short time. 

Defeat in Kabul for the Taliban is no vic¬ 
tory for US imperialism. It had to rely on the 
support of another religious fundamentalist 
group. The NA might make changes in its 
outlook initially, but it will not change the aim 
of continuing the islamic revolution in Af¬ 
ghanistan. 

The Taliban will now lose power in 
Kandahar as well. Their will to fight a guerrilla 
war after retreating to the mountains will not 
be very strong. They will be rooted out of Af¬ 
ghanistan for the time being. Bin Laden may 
lose his life, along with many other Taliban lead¬ 
ers. But religious fundamentalism will not be 
defeated by the death of its best known lead¬ 
ers. 

The strategy of the Taliban of moving into 
the tribal areas on the Pakistan border will not 
meet with success. The Taliban chapter of 
history has ended and it will not be long be¬ 
fore they will lose their remaining power bases 
in all parts of Afghanistan. But it will not be 
completely obliterated and the extreme wing 
of this movement will carry on, using suicide 
attacks, guerrilla actions and so on. 

The takeover of Kabul by the NA has 
brought more difficulties for the Musharaf 
military regime. It is the ‘fly in the ointment’ of 
general Musharaf’s strategy. It seems that US 
imperialism has played a double game. On the 
one hand, it has been assuring the Musharaf 
regime that it will not do anything detrimental 
to its interests. On the other, it armed the NA 
to take on the Taliban. US imperialism was very 
concerned to ensure that its own soldiers 
should not be killed. So it armed the NA to do 
its dirty work. It gave them air support, ena¬ 
bling them to advance on Kabul. The reac¬ 


tion of Blair and Bush indicates that the tak¬ 
ing of Kabul came as no surprise, that they 
had planned for this. 

The military regime in Pakistan has been 
taken aback by the speed of events and the 
Taliban’s implosion. Pakistani and Arab 
jihadis abandoned in Kabul were massacred 
by the NA forces. The Taliban ditched these 
foreign mujahedin and left on their own, the 
night before the fall of Kabul. Their bodies, 
left lying in the streets of Kabul, are grim por¬ 
tents of the future actions that will be under¬ 
taken by the NA. 

US imperialism has accepted Musharaf’s 
strategy of both supporting the mujahedin in 
Kashmir and opposing the Taliban. The 
Musharaf regime will eventually have no 
other option than to beat a retreat from its 
Kashmiri policy. It cannot have two contra¬ 
dictory policies on the issue of terrorism. It has 
to choose one. 

However, if general Musharaf does not lis¬ 
ten to US imperialism on Kashmir, he may lose 
power or even his life. The Bush administra¬ 
tion has been praising the Pakistani regime for 
its brave and timely stance in support of the 
US ‘war on terrorism’. But Kabul’s fall has 
changed many things. It will have a decisive 
effect on the US’s strategy in relation to Paki¬ 
stan. Now the focus of the world’s attention 
will be Kabul and not Islamabad. 

Kabul’s fall was not a surprise for us here 
in Pakistan. Religious fundamentalism was 
fighting a war it was bound to lose. The Pa¬ 
kistani regime deserted them and you can¬ 
not fight a war with religious feelings alone. 
We said again and again that the Taliban 
would crumble in a short space of time. Its 
regime was the most hated by the masses in 
the entire history of Afghanistan. It wanted 
to impose its medieval policies by force. Peo¬ 
ple were coerced into supporting them and 
they never had any mass social base. The 
religious fundamentalist forces were a tiny 
minority of zealots who were only able to 
hold together with the support of interna¬ 
tional fundamentalist allies. 

Afghanistan will become further polarised 
and a civil war situation will remain. National 


divisions will reassert themselves over reli¬ 
gious ones. Afghanistan is a jungle of differ¬ 
ent nationalities, each with its own tribal 
identity. This mess cannot be solved on the 
basis of capitalism. Capitalism can only fur¬ 
ther widen the national divide. There is not 
going to be a massive influx of US dollars to 
stabilise the situation. The country will be 
tossed some peanuts and then left to fend for 
itself. 

Once again Afghanistan has seen a 
change of power after five years of the Tali¬ 
ban’s brutal rule. But once again there will 
be no relief for the poverty of the masses. 
There are attempts to establish a broad based 
government under the influence of US im¬ 
perialism. The Northern Alliance position has 
been considerably enhanced. It can dictate 
terms, but it is unable to unite the contend¬ 
ing nationalities. Any government based 
around the ageing king, Zahir Shah, will be 
very short lived, as it will not be able to con¬ 
trol the situation. 

Pakistan’s government - which supported 
the Taliban for seven years - no longer has any 
allies in Afghanistan. If the new government is 
not to the liking of the military regime, that could 
open up a new phase of hostility. A war be¬ 
tween Pakistan and Afghanistan cannot be 
mled out in these circumstances. 

The Labour Party Pakistan will help the tiny 
forces of the left in Afghanistan to take ad¬ 
vantage of the current situation while it lasts 
and assist it in building itself inside Afghani¬ 
stan. The weekly Mazdoor Jeddojuhd is plan¬ 
ning to print a monthly edition in Pushto in 
collaboration with the Afghanistan Revolu¬ 
tionary Labour Organisation. 

The international left must continue its op¬ 
position to US imperialism’s war in Afghani¬ 
stan and the installation of a puppet regime. 
The war has not ended. It has entered a new 
phase. The anti-globalisation movement, 
linked to the peace movement, must be 
strengthened. 

One fundamentalist group is gone. An¬ 
other, with the help of the US, has come to 
power. We counterpose to this the fight for 
democratic and socialist change • 


Afghan Workers 
Solidarity Campaign 
launched 

T he Labour Party Pakistan, in close association with the Af¬ 
ghan Labour Revolutionary Organisation, has decided to 
launch the Afghan Workers Solidarity Campaign. The idea to 
start it was discussed during the visit of Alan McCombs, editor 
of Scottish Socialist Voice, newspaper of the Scottish Socialist 
Party. The SSP has already decided to actively support this cam¬ 
paign. 

The LPP and ALRO are appealing to the international left- 
wing and trade union movement to do the same. 

The main aim of this campaign is to help the Afghan workers 
in their struggle to survive. Its aims are to: 

• provide material help for the Afghan workers, which will be 
distributed inside Afghanistan and also in refugees camp in 
Pakistan 

• strengthen the progressive organisations of the Afghan work¬ 
ers 

• collect and bring everyday life necessities to the Afghan work¬ 
ers on an emergency basis 

The suppression by the religious fundamentalists of all demo¬ 
cratic and human rights in Afghanistan over the years has left 
the organisation of the left forces in a weak position. Many lives 
have been sacrificed for the cause of socialism in Afghanistan. 
Many other socialists are spending their lives underground or 
even in exile. Their families have been tortured and sentenced 
to death by the religious fundamentalists. The so-called ‘vic¬ 
tory’ of the imperialist forces leaves the situation no better for 
the Afghan left forces. Spreading the ideas of socialism is still 
difficult. 

International solidarity is needed to help the Afghan left forces 
in their struggle to survive and promote their organisations. The 
LPP has been active in promoting the Afghan left for some years. 
It now has a plan to produce a monthly paper in the Pushto 
language to help the Afghan left in the promotion of their ideas. 

The LPP has already started collecting clothes, medicine, blan¬ 
kets, shoes and other everyday food items to be distributed 
among Afghan refugees through the ALRO and other Afghan 
left groups. 

How you can help 

• Sponsor the AWSC formally by paying an initial amount of 
$300 for organisations and $100 for individuals. 

• Collect everyday items in your country and send the ship¬ 
ment to Education Foundation, 40 Abbot Road, Lahore, Paki¬ 
stan. As most second-hand items like blankets and clothes are 
available cheaply in Pakistan, you can also send us the money 
and we can buy these items for you. 

Please send all donations to: Education Foundation Dona¬ 
tion (account number017967128), Standard Chartered Grindlay s 
Bank, Gulberg branch, Main Boulevard, Gulberg, Lahore, Paki¬ 
stan. 

If you have the time and money to travel, please come to Pa¬ 
kistan to help build this campaign. We need volunteers from 
abroad to help. Please contact us immediately for this • 

Shoaib Bhatti 

(Central chairman, Labour Party Pakistan) 
Organiser, Afghan Workers Solidarity Campaign 

Sponsors so far: 

Labour Party Pakistan; Scottish Socialist Party; Women Work¬ 
ers Help Line, Lahore; Afghan Labour Revolutionary Organi¬ 
sation; All-Pakistan Paramedical Staff Federation; Pakistan 
Printing and Graphic Workers Union; All-Pakistan Bhatta 
Mazdoor Federation; Pakistan Railway Workers Union (demo¬ 
cratic group); Itehad Workers Union Carpet Industries, Paki¬ 
stan. 
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 


Executive committee 

Pre-conference tension 


T he final executive committee meet¬ 
ing of the Socialist Alliance before 
our December 1 structure confer¬ 
ence was a haphazard affair. There is much 
to play for - the future of the alliance is at 
stake. Yet in some ways, the executive did 
not nail the main issues facing us. Most 
left with a sour taste in their mouths. 

The meeting at times became acrimo¬ 
nious, with different narrow interests - 
particularly those of the Socialist Work¬ 
ers Party and Socialist Party - affecting 
the direction of the debate. The SWP is 
holding back from the necessary proc¬ 
ess of building the SA as an effective and 
democratic organisation - a process 
whose logic is pulling it towards a party 
form. Meanwhile the SP is threatening to 
walk out of the alliance if the constitu¬ 
tion passed on December 1 is not to its 
liking. As a result, everything seems to 
be on hold until conference. 

After dealing with officers’ reports and 


minutes we moved on to the main busi¬ 
ness of the day - conference preparation. 
Before that, there had been some contro¬ 
versy over our affiliation to the Stop the 
War Coalition. Dave Nellist complained 
that he had not been the automatic repre¬ 
sentative on the coalition pending ap¬ 
proval of the executive committee. It had 
been essential, he argued, that the SA had 
immediate representation on the STWC 
as it prepared for the November 18 dem¬ 
onstration. It was agreed that comrade 
Nellist be our representative and should 
be a platform speaker. 

However, at this point John Rees of the 
SWP asked the Socialist Party directly 
whether it intended remaining within the 
alliance, whatever the outcome of the 
December 1 conference. He questioned 
the wisdom of having comrade Nellist rep¬ 
resent us if there was a possibility of the 
Socialist Party, of which he is a leading 
member, withdrawing. Clive Heemskerk of 


the SP said that it seemed as though the 
SWP had been specifically stopping SP 
speakers appearing on STWC platforms. 
Clearly this altercation was really all about 
the two largest groups laying out their stall 
prior to December 1. 

The organisation of the conference 
dominated the rest of the meeting. In 
short, we needed to decide: 

• if the conference is to be an AGM (ie, 
do we elect a new executive?); 

• how to choose which draft constitu¬ 
tion should be taken as the substantive 
open to amendment; 

• whether we make time to debate the 
war; 

• how to close the conference; 

• on what basis to set next year’s sub¬ 
scriptions. 

We have the opportunity to take a real 
step forward on December 1, and yet 
there is also the danger of the alliance 
process stalling. The worst-case scenario 


would arise if the S A came to be viewed 
as just another SWP front in the event 
of the Socialist Party walking out. Dave 
Church explicitly warned against the 
danger of the SA becoming “another 
Anti-Nazi League”. 

Unfortunately, however, the SWP 
comrades do not seem as aware of this 
as they should be. My proposal for an 
electoral preparations committee bi- 
zarrely fell off the agenda, even though 
it was one of the few previously distrib¬ 
uted motions. There is a danger that the 
incoming executive, if formed from the 
SWP’s nominated slate, will be seen as 
the SWP’s creature. Nominations from a 
more neutral body would be better both 
in form and content. 

The executive agreed that the confer¬ 
ence will also constitute our AGM, with 
six votes in favour, four against, and four 
abstentions. The conference itself will 
decide whether to debate the war. 


It is proposed that the method by which 
our ‘stem’ constitution will be chosen as 
the basis for discussion and amendment 
will be by an alternative vote system. 

Subscriptions for2002 will be set at £24 
a year for waged comrades, £6 a year for 
unwaged. 

Finally, Martin Thomas of the Alliance 
for Workers’ Liberty moved a motion re¬ 
garding the exclusion of an Iranian com¬ 
rade from the October 29 Birmingham 
anti-war meeting. The sentence referring 
to the specific incident was removed, but 
the following was passed: “We call on 
all SA representatives and members in 
the anti-war movement to work to ensure 
that the movement operates in an inclu¬ 
sive and pluralist manner, which includes 
recognising the right of socialists who 
want to criticise the politics of islamic fun¬ 
damentalism openly and publicly to get 
a fair hearing in the movement” • 

Marcus Larsen 


Streatham 

Reluctant speaker 


M embers of Streatham Socialist Alli¬ 
ance met on November 20 to dis¬ 
cuss the constitutional documents sub¬ 
mitted for the forthcoming conference. 
While leading local Socialist Workers 
Party member Dave Franklin did not feel 
a debate was necessary, everyone else, 
including two of his own comrades, 
found the discussion useful. 

Keith Sellick presented Workers Pow¬ 
er’s proposals, which included a national 
executive committee composed of one 
delegate from each of the six principal 
supporting organisations. An additional 
19 would be elected at conference, of 
which no more than four should be 
aligned comrades, leaving independents 
with a minimum of 15 seats on a 25-per¬ 
son executive. 

When pressed, comrade Sellick ac¬ 
knowledged that this was wholly dispro¬ 
portionate to the number of independents 
in the alliance. He further admitted that 
the structure would limit the SWP (or any 
other supporting organisation) to a maxi¬ 
mum of five members on the executive, 
massively under representing their 
weight in the alliance. Comrade Sellick 
was at pains to stress that the structure 
was an attempt to draw in independent 
socialists. The SA was a transitional or¬ 
ganisation, he argued, and Workers Pow¬ 
er’s proposals were an attempt to reflect 
that. 

Dion D’ Silva spoke to the amendments 
submitted by the Alliance for Workers’ 
Liberty. The AWL had not submitted its 
own constitutional proposals but 
sought to amend those already in place. 
Indicating his support for Workers Pow¬ 
er’s proposals, comrade D’Silva backed 
the call for a Socialist Alliance paper and 
guaranteed representation on any na¬ 
tional executive for the six principal sup¬ 
porting organisations. It was too early to 
form a party, he argued. 

Speaking to the CPGB’s proposals, 
Andy Gunton expressed surprise that 
comrade D’Silva could not support them. 
Much of the content covered areas he 
had raised: an SA paper, representation 
(admittedly not automatic) of significant 
political trends, etc. Comrade Gunton 
argued that the alliance needed greater 
centralism and an authoritative national 
leadership which enjoyed general sup¬ 


port and legitimacy with the membership. 

The presentation by an election prepa¬ 
ration committee of a single recom¬ 
mended list for the national executive, 
which provided for a broad geographi¬ 
cal, gender and racial spread and in which 
all significant trends and prominent indi¬ 
viduals were included, was the best 
means to ensure an authoritative and ef¬ 
fective national leadership. He argued 
that such a list would be open to amend¬ 
ment, with individuals added or removed 
during the course of conference. Finally 
comrades would vote not for the entire 
list on a take-it-or-leave-it basis, but for 
individuals. While not perfect, the com¬ 
rade continued, this was the best way to 
prevent one-sidedness and patronage - 
which could undermine the legitimacy of 
the resulting executive. 

Comrade Gunton also argued that, far 
from repelling potential recmits, a partyist 
structure would empower individual 
members and, hand in hand with an alli¬ 
ance press, provide space for ideas to be 
expressed and argued. Indeed, he con¬ 
tinued, it was not the independents who 
were opposed to moving to a more 
partyist structure, but two of the main 
supporting organisations: ie, the SWP 
and Socialist Party. 

Comrade Franklin reluctantly pre¬ 
sented the SWP’s proposals. Or rather 
he did not. He again expressed his belief 
that the discussion was unnecessary 
and somewhat pointless - all of us were 
politically aligned and would vote as in¬ 
structed, he stated. The comrade had not 
read his organisation’s proposals as he 
himself would not be attending the De¬ 
cember 1 conference. He therefore con¬ 
tented himself with attempting to answer 
some of the points raised by other mem¬ 
bers. 

An alliance paper was something 
comrade Franklin pointedly rejected. He 
claimed there would be confusion as to 
when party and alliance publications 
could or should be sold - an objection 
that was dismissed by others present, 
including one SWPer who saw “no 
problem” in selling Socialist Worker 
alongside a putative SA paper. The 
Scottish Socialist Party’s Scottish So¬ 
cialist Voice which is sold by members 
of the SSP’s Socialist Worker Platform 


was also cited. 

On the SWP’s proposals for election 
to the national executive, one comrade 
suggested that there would be a trial of 
strength between competing slates 
where the winner takes all. It would be 
open to accusations of political patron¬ 
age and result in the exclusion of smaller 
groups and ‘difficult’ comrades. 

Moving on from what the majority felt 
had been a useful debate, the meeting dis¬ 
cussed next year’s local elections. It was 
widely acknowledged that the profile of 
Streatham SA had fallen back consider¬ 
ably since the high of the general elec¬ 
tion: work was required to address this. 

An officers’ meeting of Lambeth bor¬ 
ough S A - of which Streatham is a part - 
was of the opinion that we would be 
unable to contest a majority of wards, and 
proposed a total of eight. Comrade 
Gunton felt that the alliance should seek 
to stand in as many wards as possible, 
even if this meant standing paper candi¬ 
dates. While agreeing that canvassing 
should be concentrated on working 
class wards, he argued that an ambitious 
campaign would bring into activity a 
layer of latent support. During the gen¬ 
eral election campaign in Dulwich and 
West Norwood a dozen activists mobi¬ 
lised 200 supporters. An ambitious bor¬ 
ough-wide campaign would generate 
more publicity and help the work of can¬ 
vassing targeted wards. 

This view was clearly in the minority 
among those present. Most preferred to 
conduct an intensive campaign in a rela¬ 
tively small number of wards, given our 
low activist base. Paper candidates 
would alienate working class voters, it 
was argued. We aim to make a firm (but 
flexible) decision on the number of wards 
to be contested in December or January. 

Discussion then moved on to the Ben¬ 
efits Agency strike. The meeting agreed 
to hold a public meeting on trade union 
organisation in mid-December, inviting 
speakers from the Public and Commer¬ 
cial Services Union and victimised train 
driver Greg Tucker, our general election 
candidate. 

It was also agreed to produce a 
Streatham SA newsletter and hold a 
street stall on Saturday December 8 • 

Andy Gunton 


Coalition of Socialist 
Alliance Minority 
Organisations 

1. Preamble 

One important positive feature of the Socialist Alliance has been 
the drawing together of a wide variety of political organisations. 
These include: 

a) Organisations that have been called the 'principal organisa¬ 
tions’ of the SA: ie, Socialist Workers Party, Socialist Party, Alli¬ 
ance for Workers’ Liberty, Workers Power, International Socialist 
Group and Communist Party of Great Britain. These organisa¬ 
tions form part of the leadership of the SA represented on the 
SA executive. They are also represented in the SA Liaison Com¬ 
mittee. 

b) All other political organisations, which we will term the 'mi¬ 
nority organisations’. These organisations include the Mersey¬ 
side Socialists, the International Socialist League, Walsall 
Democratic Labour Party, Red Action, Revolutionary Democratic 
Group, Green Socialist Network, Leeds Left Alliance. Leicester 
Radical Alliance, Workers International to Rebuild the Fourth 
International. These are not represented in the national lead¬ 
ership (ie, SA executive). But they currently have the right to send 
a voting representative to the Liaison Committee. 

2. Minority representation 

We note that proposals for a new constitution for the SA call for 
the replacement of the Liaison Committee with a National Coun¬ 
cil. Whilst we do not object to a change of name, we are con¬ 
cerned that some proposals, if carried, will remove the right of 
affiliated minority organisations to representation on a future 
National Council. 

We oppose all such proposals. Removing the rights of the af¬ 
filiated minority organisations to representation would exclude 
these organisations from the national network of Socialist Alli¬ 
ances. This would represent a setback for the project of build¬ 
ing a democratic and inclusive SA. 

We urge all SA members and political organisations to sup¬ 
port the rights of minority organisations to representation on 
any future national committees (ie, Liaison or Council and ex¬ 
ecutive). 

Supported by 

International Socialist League, Leeds Left Alliance, Revolution¬ 
ary Democratic Group, Walsall Democratic Labour Party, Work¬ 
ers International to Rebuild the Fourth International. 

Some leading members of the Green Socialist Network sup¬ 
port this statement, but there is no meeting until after the SA 
conference. 
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LANGUAGE POLITICS 


Communist 
Party books 


Socialism and 



A PLAN FOR 

MINERS 


WHICH ROAD? 


FROM OCTOBER 
TO AUGUST 

Th? Sgvid Unmn; 

IfficnrtvOliitHn tousunterrtw&'VSan 


Blair's 

rigged referendum 
and 

Scotland's right to 
seif-deter mi nation 


Intmmclian by Mary Ward 


Problems 

«yf CDinmunlflt Cm |qanlHj<11nn 


■Which road? 

The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed to serve 
those in the workers’ movement who had no interest in revolu¬ 
tion, those who preferred compromise with capitalism rather than 
its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of Peter 
Taaffe’s group and lays the groundwork necessary for drafting 
a revolutionary programme. 

£6.95 

■ From October to August 

Articles by Jack Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the 
USSR from Stalin’s monocratic dictatorship to the twists and 
turns of Gorbachev’s perestroika and Yeltsin’s counter-coup. 
Throughout there is a stress on the necessity of democracy. 

£6.95 

■ In the enemy camp 

Examines the theory and practice of communist electoral work. 
Particular attention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycottism 
and their strategy for revolution. Vital for Socialist Alliance ac¬ 
tivists. 


£4.95 


■ Problems of communist organisation 

What is the correct balance between democracy and central¬ 
ism? Jack Conrad explores this thorny issue in his historically 
significant argument against a disgruntled minority who de¬ 
serted the CPGB in 1992. 


£4.95 


■ Blair’s rigged referendum and Scotland’s right to 
self-determination 

Jack Conrad’s delivers a serious critique of the attitude taken 
by the Scottish Socialist Alliance (forerunner of the SSP) to 
Blair’s sop parliament for Scotland. 

£4.95 


■ A plan for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory govern¬ 
ment’s 1992 coal review. The case is made for working class self¬ 
activity and socialism. Arthur Scargill famously disowned it. 

£ 1.00 


Buy all six books for £21.50 and save £8.25. 
Delivery free within the United Kingdom 


Please send me a copy of: 

Which road? □ 

From October to August □ 

In the enemy camp □ 

Problems of communist organisation □ 
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The socialist movement has always had its Utopians and schememongers who believe in 
some universal panacea: pacifism, productionism, god-building, militant atheism, language 
reform, etc. These are put in the driving seat of history in place of the class struggle. Half 
becalmed in the present, half reaching for the future, these comrades are capable of 
valuable insights into the contradictions and irrationalities of contemporary society. We 
therefore consider a critical dialogue with them to be altogether positive. Alberto Fernandez, 
socialist and writer on the workers’ Esperanto movement, gave this presentation at a recent 
symposium in Belgium. According to the comrade, the negative attitude of leading socialist 
theorists towards an international language can be traced back to Kail Marx. His lecture is 
translated from Esperanto and edited by Stan Keable off the International Communist 
Esperantist Collective (www.ikek.de) 


J ust after World War U, in 1947 -1 was then 
17 - by chance I discovered Esperanto 
and immediately began to learn it with 
great enthusiasm. The international language 
idea was for me splendid. In that same period 
I became a member of the local socialist youth 
movement. One day I met one of the national 
leaders of that movement, a cultured person 
with a good reputation. When he informed me 
about a coming international meeting of 
young socialists, with naive enthusiasm I ex¬ 
claimed: “Oh! That will be an excellent oppor¬ 
tunity to promote Esperanto!” 

How did he react? At first he laughed loudly. 
Then he answered very seriously: “ Esperanto 
is something had \” 

I remained mute. As if hghtning had struck 
me. How could a language for international 
communication, a language to facilitate con¬ 
tacts between peoples, a language capable of 
educating the working class, a language to 
combat chauvinism - how could such a lan¬ 
guage, in the head of a serious and compe¬ 
tent socialist, be “something bad”? 

In the following years, when I little by little 
began to know something of the Esperanto 
movement and mainly when I was somewhat 
active in the workers’ Esperanto movement, I 
often recalled this anecdote and I became 
convinced that this person might have been 
misinformed or misled by Esperantist zealots, 
or that he was a victim of prejudices. Or per¬ 
haps he was only sceptical and considered 
Esperanto naively utopian? But I also experi¬ 
enced the fact that he was not alone amongst 
leaders and officials in the local and national 
socialist movement in showing a lack of inter¬ 
est and understanding about worker-Esper- 
antism. That seems strange because there are 
certainly several common characteristics be¬ 
tween, on the one hand, basic socialist ideol¬ 
ogy and, on the other hand, the principle of 
an international language and its significance 
for worker Esperantists. Here are some exam¬ 
ples of those common characteristics: 

• Firstly, living within both are international¬ 
ist ideas about unity of the workers of the 
world. 

• Secondly, socialism is linked to scientific plan¬ 
ning of society, and Esperanto, as a con¬ 
structed language, is congruent with this 
concept. 

• Thirdly, a common international language, 
like Esperanto, tends to undermine national 
loyalty, and thus the chauvinism which nour¬ 
ishes militarism and capitalism - two enemies 
of socialism. 

• Fourthly, the practical use of Esperanto is 
important for the education of workers, hence 
for their emancipation, for which socialism 
strives. 

In short, socialist ideology is in principle 
very much in accord with the democratic spirit 
of Esperanto. So why the lack of understand¬ 
ing between them? What is there, in princi¬ 
ple, that mbs? 

Are the frequent misrepresentations or in¬ 
appropriate information from the Esperantist 
milieu to blame? Or the just as frequent preju¬ 
dices and scepticism of the so-called ‘outside 
world’? Certainly both factors undoubtedly 
intervene. Nonetheless there is something else 


of much greater importance, something fun¬ 
damental - namely, there is lacking in the 
general Marxist ideology a positive attitude 
in relation to the idea, concept or principle 
of a common, neutral, constructed interna¬ 
tional language. In other words, the official 
doctrine of the chief Marxist theorists is not 
at all favourable to the international language 
concept in general and its concrete form in the 
language Esperanto. I confess that I only re¬ 
alised this a decade ago and then understood 
the consequences. 

We will examine this concisely. 

Firstly we must acknowledge that neverthe¬ 
less , in the epoch of so-called ‘utopian social¬ 
ism’ the idea of some ‘world language’ or 
‘universal language’ did belong among the 
nebulous concepts about a future socialist 
society. One of the most influential figures of 
those times was the political philosopher and 
famous French anarchist, Pierre Joseph Proud¬ 
hon (1809-1846), who even indulged a little in 
a langue universelle. 

A contemporary of Proudhon was Karl 
Marx (1818-1883), the chief founder of scien¬ 
tific socialism, Marxism. Marx was not only a 
philosopher but also a radical economist and 
a revolutionary leader, with clear, deeply elabo¬ 
rated concepts about the development of 
society. So we should not be surprised that 
he sharply criticised the utopianism of Proud¬ 
hon and even mocked his dilettante attempts 
at a ‘universal language’. In the prolific works 
of Marx one scarcely finds a mention or allu¬ 
sion to the desirability of a common interna¬ 
tional language - not even as a possible means 
of linking the workers’ movements of differ¬ 
ent countries, which, from 1864, set about 
working together internationally in the Inter¬ 
national Working Men’s Association, which 
historians now call the First International. 

Like Proudhon, Marx too lived in the epoch 
before the appearance of a practically func¬ 
tioning international language like Esperanto. 
That is not tme for the Marxist-inspired ide¬ 
ologies, which I will now briefly present. 

Lenin (1870-1924), the founder of the Bol¬ 
shevik Party, the Soviet Union and the Third 
International, was not only an effective and 
successful revolutionary leader but also an 
important contributor to socialist theory: so- 
called Leninism. How did Lenin relate to the 
idea of an international language in general, 
and to Esperanto in particular? 

There are some stories according to which 
Lenin was favourable to the international lan¬ 
guage concept, even that he knew Esperanto 
... but that is apparently pure fantasy. In fact 
there is no known document in which Lenin 
clearly declares for or against the idea of an 
international language. He therefore did not 
actively interest himself in the question. We 
can even deduce that he was opposed to the 
idea, because when in 1918 the mayor of 
Stockholm asked him whether the Soviet gov¬ 
ernment would be ready to join an interna¬ 
tional convention about the introduction of a 
world language in all schools (in this case it 
was about Esperanto), Lenin laconically re¬ 
plied “We already have three world languages, 
and Russian will be the fourth!” (U Lins La 
daniera lingvo. Studo pri la persekutoj 


kontra? Esperanto \The dangerous lan¬ 
guage - a study in the persecutions against 
Esperanto ] Moscow 1990, p568). The “three 
world languages” then were English, French 
and German or Spanish. 

Nevertheless I must insist on an important 
notion in the ideas of Lenin: namely his prin¬ 
ciple of equal rights, linguistic and cultural, of 
all nations and peoples in the vast Soviet 
Union. No privilege for any language or 
nation whatsoever. That was the political 
concept which legitimised the existence of the 
workers’, progressive, Esperanto movement 
in the young Soviet Union and allowed its 
remarkable growth in the 20s and the begin¬ 
ning of the 30s. 

After the death of Lenin in 1924, the leader¬ 
ship of the Soviet Union was taken over by 
Stalin (1879-1953). As we know, Stalin was a 
dictatorial head of state of the Soviet Union 
and chief leader of world communism for 
about 30 years. During the years 1937-38 on 
the orders of Stalin there took place in the 
Soviet Union the so-called Great Purge, with 
hundreds of thousands, possibly millions of 
victims, depending on your source. In that 
tragedy, almost the whole of the Esperanto 
movement perished too. 

But why were the Esperantists eliminated? 
The answer, of course, is more complex and 
nuanced than I will now outline. The Great 
Purge aimed to give Stalin absolute power 
over all aspects of the state. That implied that 
the Communist Party must have an extremely 
rigorous monopoly over information. Esper¬ 
antists, through their many foreign contacts, 
were capable of breaking through this infor¬ 
mation monopoly. Consequently they were 
dangerous and had to disappear. 

But another factor provided an additional 
motive for silencing the Esperanto movement 
in that epoch. At the beginning of the 1930s 
there was brought into existence a very 
strong, centralised state power in the Soviet 
Union, with Russian as the official language 
for the whole country. Furthermore, Lenin’s 
principle that in a socialist state all its lan¬ 
guages must have the same rights was no 
longer valid. In that atmosphere of Russian 
chauvinism, the ideological base of the So¬ 
viet Esperanto movement became uncomfort¬ 
able and all activity for Esperanto was suspect. 
But also the traditional internationalism of the 
Soviet Esperantists suddenly became simi¬ 
larly suspect when, in this period, in the So¬ 
viet Union it was definitively decided not to 
export the revolution to other countries but 
firstly to construct socialism in the Soviet Un¬ 
ion itself. 

It may seem strange that Stalin, in his theo¬ 
retical contribution to Marxism, also wrote 
about the language question in the future 
worldwide socialist society. We can summa¬ 
rise his viewpoint here: 

• Before 1930, Stalin was of the opinion that 
in the epoch of communism the national lan¬ 
guages will merge into a common language, 
thus into “something new”. That was in con¬ 
formity with the then leading school of lin¬ 
guistics in the Soviet Union - and relatively 
favourable to the idea of a constructed inter¬ 
national language. 
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• In 1950he was more imperialistically inspired 
and declared that when two languages clash, 
one will emerge as victor, conserving its gram¬ 
mar and basic lexicon, while the other lan¬ 
guage dies away gradually. In this concept, 
of course, there is no longer a place for the 
idea of a common international language. 

So much for Stalin. Now we will deal with 
two other very influential Marxists. 

Before World War I, the chief theorist of 
German social democracy was Karl Kautsky 
(1854-1938). He popularised Marxist ideas 
widely but was nevertheless very sceptical 
about the Bolshevik revolution in the Soviet 
Union. Kautsky was the first to put the ques¬ 
tion of world language into Marxist theory. By 
chance he did this in 1887, the very year in 
which Zamenhof published his International 
Language project. 

What did Kautsky say? Essentially he re¬ 
jected the idea of a supranational, universal 
language - which was indeed an inheritance 
from utopian socialism - and simultaneously 
excluded the possibility that language unity 
will be created through an artificial language. 
He was furthermore of the opinion that the 
disappearance of small languages is the in¬ 
evitable result of economic progress. In fact, 
that orthodox Marxist theory of Kautsky dis¬ 
played a lack of understanding of the aspira¬ 
tions of small nations. Kautsky was very 
influential and one can regard his viewpoint 
as the basis of the essentially negative atti¬ 
tude of Marxists to the question of a neutral 
international language. 

Thirty years later, in 1918, the Italian 
Antonio Gramsci (1891-1938) again took up 
the theses of Kautsky, but this time explicitly 
criticised and severely condemned Esperanto 
itself. Gramsci was a truly original and many- 
sided Marxist theorist with international fame 
and one of the founders of the Communist 
Party of Italy. He was of the opinion that ‘se¬ 
rious’ Marxists should not interest themselves 
in Esperanto because - and I summarise 
crudely - Esperanto is premature, inappro¬ 
priate and even unnecessary. 

• Premature because Esperanto relates to the 
utopias of the past and aims to solve the prob¬ 
lem of multilingualism immediately, which is 
in reality a utopian jump into the distant fu¬ 
ture. 

• Inappropriate because Esperanto is totally 
artificial, therefore ‘mechanical’, has no his¬ 
torical tradition, nor literature, is incapable of 
expressing subtlety and therefore cannot suc¬ 
ceed. 

• Unnecessary because Gramsci sees in the 
future some existing language being victori¬ 
ous but in the present refuses to attribute to 
Esperanto even a purely helping role; unnec¬ 
essary, furthermore, because - like Kautsky - 
Gramsci neglects the aspirations of small na¬ 
tions and, inspired by intellectual elitism, even 
opines that the lower social strata do not have 
much need for international contacts. 

We can sum up this quick overview by the 
recognition that the leading Marxist theorists 
in no way favoured the idea of any ‘prema¬ 
ture’ international language in general, nor the 
present-day artificial Esperanto. That basic 
negative view of the highest Marxist authori¬ 
ties was, of course, a serious handicap to the 
spread of Esperanto in working class circles. 
Nevertheless, in the middle levels of the work¬ 
ers’ movement this disapproval in relation to 
Esperanto was not general, and when it 
showed itself it was often more pragmatic than 
principled. There were even voices in favour, 
including from renowned leaders. I will men¬ 
tion just two examples where those in favour 
and those against publicly confronted each 
other. 

In 1907 the International Socialist Congress 
was held in Stuttgart. Two French socialists - 
one was the famous orator, Jean Jaures - put 
a motion on the agenda that Esperanto be 
used in the official documents of the Interna¬ 
tional Socialist Bureau in Bmssels. This rela¬ 
tively modest proposal flopped, mainly 
because of very sharp opposition from a Ger¬ 
man socialist. Furthermore, the rejection was 


taken badly by socialists in the Esperanto 
world and some - among them the Esperanto 
pioneer, Edmond Privat - protested with a 
public letter in which they underlined the con¬ 
trast between the internationalist principle of 
socialists and their actual conduct. A vain 
protest. 

A second example, also in 1907, relates to 
the first International Anarchist Conference, 
which took place then in Amsterdam. One of 
the leading participants was the Belgian an¬ 
archist activist, Emile Chapelier. Chapelier was 
at the same time an active Esperantist, among 
other things a collaborator in the Intemacia 
Socia Revuo (International Social Review) 
and author of studies on the relationship be¬ 
tween anarchism and the international lan¬ 
guage concept. For the congress, Chapelier 
prepared a detailed report on the essence, 
utility and perspectives of Esperanto. But be¬ 
cause of manoeuvres in the agenda, he was 
unable to present this report. Furthermore, 

Chapelier, together with the Italian anarchist 
veteran, Errico Malatesta, proposed to the 
congress a resolution not only urging anar¬ 
chists, at least the most active, to learn Espe¬ 
ranto, but also to demand that the Anarchist 
International use Esperanto as a working lan¬ 
guage. The resolution was defeated. The con¬ 
gress showed itself more pragmatic than 
idealistic and accepted another resolution 
which “called upon every comrade to learn at 
least one living language”. 

Nevertheless, despite the lack of ideologi¬ 
cal support in the flow of Marxist ideas, al¬ 
ready early in the 20th century Esperanto 
hesitantly spread in workers’ circles. Cultured, 
idealistically orientated people intuitively felt 
that an international language was an inevi¬ 
table part of future socialist society. They also 
understood that the practical use of Esperanto 
would give a more concrete significance to the 
internationalist claims of the workers’ move¬ 
ment. For them, the call ‘Workers of all coun¬ 
tries, unite!’ was no vacuous slogan, but 
something tmly worth striving for. 

The first workers’ Esperanto groups were 
very militant. It is sufficient, in order to estab¬ 
lish this, to read, for example, the programme 
of the Intemacia Asocio Pac-Libereco (Inter¬ 
national Peace and Freedom Association). 

This was the first proletarian international 

What they said 

"... in every modern developed language, partly as a re¬ 
sult of the historical development of the language from 
pre-existing material, as in the Romance and Germanic lan¬ 
guages, partly owing to the crossing and mixing of nations, 
as in the English language, and partly as a result of the 
concentration of the dialects within a single nation 
brought about by economic and political concentration, 
the spontaneously evolved speech has been turned into 
a national language. As a matter of course, the individu¬ 
als at some time will take completely under their control 
this product of the species as well.” 

Karl Marx, Frederick Engels (‘The German ideology’ - Collected Works 
Moscow 1976, Vol 5, p426) 

“I do believe in the necessity, and indeed in the inevitabil¬ 
ity of a universal language; but I do not believe it will be 
brought about, or even hastened, by smaller races or na¬ 
tions consenting to the extinction of their language. Such 
a course of action, or rather of slavish inaction, would not 
hasten the day of a universal language, but would rather 
lead to the intensification of the struggle for mastery be¬ 
tween the languages of the greater powers. On the other 
hand, a large number of small communities, speaking dif¬ 
ferent tongues, are more likely to agree upon a common 
language as a common means of communication than a 
small number of great empires, each jealous of its own 
power and seeking its own supremacy.” 

James Connolly ( The Harp ) April 1898. 

“Esperanto is an arm of the Jews.” 

Adolph Hitler (Mein Kampf) 


... if wider 
layers of the 
population 
had at their 
disposal a 
practical 
international 
means of 
communication, 
would that not 
be a step 
towards 
greater 
democracy? 
Would it not 
erode cultural 
elitism among 
the 

intelligentsia? 


Esperanto association, founded in 1906. Here 
is its programme: 

“• To struggle, by means of publications, 
against army, militarism, capitalism, alcoholism, 
against all dogmas and prejudices which 
hinder the improvement of social life. 

• To propagate the international language 
Esperanto among freethinkers, international¬ 
ists, socialists and anarchists. 

• To spread among Esperantists the ideas of 
anti-militarism, socialism and anarchism” 
(quoted in G de Bruin Laborista esperanta 
movado antau la mondmilito [The workers' 
Esperanto movement before the world war] 
Paris 1936, p36). 

This revolutionary fervour became even 
more ambitious in 1910, when the same asso¬ 
ciation, under the new name Liberiga Stelo 
(Liberating Star), revised its programme as fol¬ 
lows: “to struggle against alcoholism” became 
“to struggle against religion” and the modest 
“improvement of social life” was radically 
changed to “overthrow of capitalist society” 
(ibid p22). 

Perhaps we may nowadays mock the mili¬ 
tant pathos of that programme, but it was fully 
in conformity with the flow of ideas of the con¬ 
temporary working class, who mostly lived in 
miserable conditions. 

As we see, the international language Es¬ 
peranto was here viewed as an instmment to 
achieve a social ideal. That was very clearly 
and soberly summed up in a declaration of 
principles of the Czechoslovak Laborista Es- 
perantista Asocio (Czechoslovak Workers’ 
Esperantist Association). In 1912 the journal 
of that association, Kulturo (Culture), defined 
its ideology as follows: 

“• Firstly we are socialists, only then Esper¬ 
antists. 

• Our main aim is the practical usage of Espe¬ 
ranto in the service of international socialism. 

• The cultural and political attitude of an Es¬ 
perantist cannot be an unimportant matter, but 
true Esperantism - as a mature idea - must be 
part of the way of thinking of every progres¬ 
sive person, anti-clerical, anti-nationalist, anti¬ 
militarist and socialist. 

• For us, the international language is a tool 
to achieve our ideas, not an aim” (ibid pp7-8). 

This declaration of principles emphasises 
something very important: namely that an 
international language is an essential part of 
a progressive world view, that an international 
language cannot successfully flourish in just 
any sort of world. 

These concepts about the role and signifi¬ 
cance of the international language were bud¬ 
ding in different variations in workers’ groups 
before the World War I. They were the ideo¬ 
logical background for the growth and flour¬ 
ishing, between the two world wars, of a 
strong workers’ Esperanto movement, in par¬ 
allel with the so-called ‘neutral’ movement. In 
that same epoch SAT - the Sennacieca 
Asocio Tutmonda (World Non-national As¬ 
sociation) [which organised worker-Esperan- 
tists from 1921 - SK] - not only enjoyed its 
apogee, but also lived through sharp ideologi¬ 
cal conflicts between its various fractions, 
producing international organisational splits 
in turn of anarchists, communists and social¬ 
ists. But this extremely interesting period does 
not belong in my speech, nor do the tragic 
events when worker-Esperantism was brutally 
suppressed in Nazi Germany or silently suf¬ 
focated in the Soviet Union under Stalin. Also 
not part of my speech is the ideological de¬ 
generation of worker-Esperantism after the 
World War II and its near disappearance. 

From that tumultuous epoch between the 
world wars I nevertheless wish to bring out 
two interesting ideas. They will constitute my 
summing up and conclusion. 

The first is a statement by the French writer 
and revolutionary, Henri Barbusse (1873- 
1935). In 1922 there appeared the SAT pam¬ 
phlet For la neutralismon! (Away with 
neutralism!) by Eugene Lanti - the founder of 
SAT - to justify the existence of a workers’ 
Esperanto movement, separate from the ‘neu¬ 
tral’ movement. On the title page of this pam¬ 


phlet is found the following quotation from 
Henri Barbusse: 

“The bourgeois and polite society Esper¬ 
antists will be more and more amazed and ter¬ 
rified at everything which flows from this 
talisman: an instmment giving all individuals 
the means to understand each other” (E Lanti 
For la neutralismon! Paris 1928, p32). 

Barbusse was not an Esperantist, only a 
sympathiser, but - if we forget the bombastic 
tone of his words - he clearly understood that 
th q full, worldwide usage of a neutral inter¬ 
national language would have very profound 
consequences - not only at the international 
level but also within society. Consequences 
about which a non-socially engaged Esper¬ 
antist is scarcely conscious. Consequences 
which directly menace a conservative world 
view. Would the present globally used lan¬ 
guages enjoy the same privileges as now? 
Would not their cultural and economic pres¬ 
sure on the rest of the world be reduced? And 
would not chauvinism and extreme national¬ 
ism risk losing their crudest forms? And if 
wider layers of the population had at their dis¬ 
posal a practical international means of com¬ 
munication, would that not be a step towards 
greater democracy? Would it not erode cul¬ 
tural elitism among the intelligentsia? 

An international language, such as Espe¬ 
ranto, is no mere harmless hobby. It is capa¬ 
ble of fundamentally influencing our world 
view. That, for example, was very clearly un¬ 
derstood by the Nazis when in 1936 they of¬ 
ficially condemned Esperanto with the 
argument that “an international mixed lan¬ 
guage is contrary to the basic concepts of 
Nazism” (U Lins op cit p568). 

In other words: an international language is 
ideologically very charged; in its very basis it 
is not something neutral! We must neverthe¬ 
less understand that this ideological backdrop 
is relative and depends on the role one wishes 
to attribute to the international language, both 
in the present and in the future. The more am¬ 
bitious this role, the more weight will be given 
to the ideological aspect of the international 
language and the greater the ideological op¬ 
position it will meet from outside. 

The second interesting idea is somewhat 
complementary to the first. It was expressed, 
at the beginning of the 1930s, by the Austrian, 
Franz Jonas (1899-1974). Jonas was then the 
top leader of the well organised worker Espe¬ 
rantists in Austria. Further, he had a strong 
personality and was active politically. After 
World War II he became socialist mayor of 
Vienna, and later, from 1965 to 1974, president 
of Austria. In 1933, when SAT passed 
through an ideological crisis because of the 
departure of the orthodox communists, Jonas 
was of the opinion that there was no longer 
any sense in socialists staying within SAT 
and he decided to create an organisation of 
their own: namely ISE, the International of 
Socialist Esperantists. 

With this organisation he hoped to be bet¬ 
ter able to influence the Second International 
to support and utilise Esperanto. Here is his 
reasoning: “Socialism definitely needs an in¬ 
ternational language, because socialism is 
only realisable internationally” (E Borsboom 
Vivo de Lanti [Life of Lanti], Paris 1976, p273). 

The conviction that socialism is only inter¬ 
nationally realisable is, in my opinion, funda¬ 
mentally true, but it does not directly concern 
our theme. The deduction that socialism defi¬ 
nitely needs an international language is to¬ 
tally logical, because without a common 
international language such an international 
order would conserve cultural discrimination, 
hence peoples without equal rights, hence 
seeds of chauvinism - and that is no longer 
socialism. An international language is essen¬ 
tial to bring a more democratic basis into in¬ 
ternational relations. Furthermore, any 
progressive world outlook which aims to con¬ 
struct a world more just for all, is hardly real¬ 
isable if it does not include a positive approach 
to the idea of the realisation of an international 
language. Both are interlinked. They need 
each other • 
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For a democratic and 
effective Socialist Alliance 

There is still time to send in your registration for our December 
1 conference, now just a week away. And there is still time to 
add your name to the pro-party platform, ‘For a democratic and 
effective SA\ 

Among the latest to do so are Sam Metcalf of Nottingham 
S A, veteran Alf Packter of Middlesex and Chris Adams of 
Mansfield. To join them, send off the form at the bottom of the 
page. 

“The Socialist Alliance has grown and developed 
through our collective experience of the general elec* 
tion. We are now a registered political party and have 
the beginnings of a national profile, national leader¬ 
ship and we have our democratically agreed mani¬ 
festo. To fight for our manifesto (which culminates in 
socialism), we must move beyond our present struc¬ 
tures. We need an effective and therefore demo¬ 
cratic organisation. 

The Socialist Alliance is more than an electoral or- 
ganisation. We need to take initiatives in all fields of 
society. 

The Socialist Alliance should neither be bureau¬ 
cratically controlled from above nor limited to an in¬ 
effective non-aggression pact. 

We need democratic unity above and below. The 
SA needs clear central priorities with local autonomy 
and democratic rights for members. 

The Socialist Alliance should strive for maximum 
unity in action through debate at the highest level 
involving a broad, wide-ranging and inclusive discus¬ 
sion. The Socialist Alliance should strive to ensure 
that all significant trends find representation on lead¬ 
ing committees. 

Making the Socialist Alliance an effective weapon 
in the struggle for socialism means that all members 
must enjoy the following rights: 

• freedom of opinion and expression; 

• the right to take part in the formation of Socialist 
Alliance policies; 

• the right to put oneself forward for and to take part 
in the selection of Socialist Alliance candidates; 

• the right to hold officers and representatives of the 
Socialist Alliance to account through democratic 
mechanisms; 

• the right to collectively recall all elected Socialist 
Alliance officers and committees; 

• the right to form distinct temporary or longer-term 
political platforms; 

• the right to read, write for and publicly distribute 
publications; 

• the right to information about Socialist Alliance 
activities; 

• the right to political education and socialist theory 
in the Socialist Alliance.” 

Initial signatories 

Janine Booth (SA candidate, Islington South and Finsbury) 
John Bridge (CPGB representative, SA Liaison Committee) 
Anna Chen (SA press committee) 

Dave Church (SA executive committee) 

Lawrie Coombs (SA candidate, Stockton South) 

Peter Grant (SA candidate, Salford; chair Manchester Picca¬ 
dilly Aslef) 

Marcus Larsen (London SA chair; executive committee) 

Mike Marqusee (SA executive committee) 

Dave Osier (London SA steering committee) 

Lee Rock (London SA steering committee; London regional 
organiser, PCSU) 

Martin Thomas (SA executive committee) 

Neil Thompson (SA candidate, St Helens South; chair region 
9FBU) 

Nick Wrack (SA executive committee; chair Southwark SA) 

I-1 

I Please add my name to the statement I 

l Name_ » 

| Address_ j 

I Town/city_Postcode_ I 

I SA branch_ I 

] SA position___| 

1 Signature_Date_ 1 

a Return to Marcus Larsen, c/oBCM Box 928, i 

London, WC1N3XX ■ 

I_I 


Nationalists stage 


O n Sunday November 18 members of 
the Scottish section of the Republican 
Communist Network voted to break 
constitutional links with RCN members in the 
rest of Britain. 

The build-up to this meeting had been 
marked by heated debates over seemingly 
petty issues. However, underlying everything 
was the deep divide that had been present 
since the RCN’s inception: the divide between 
left nationalists in Scotland on the one hand 
and those who stand for the unity of the 
working class against the UK state on the 
other. 

Sunday’s poorly attended meeting was dif¬ 
ferent - much that had dominated previous 
discussions was again raised, but instead of 
the heat previously generated there was the 
distinct impression that many comrades really 
could not be bothered. The argument for the 
split was put forward as being over two main 
issues: firstly the CPGB is not very nice; and 
secondly that the RCN does not function in 
England. 

The second point is tme at face value. The 
RCN does not intervene as the RCN in the 
Socialist Alliance in the way that the RCN in 
Scotland has intervened in the Scottish So¬ 
cialist Party. But obviously that is not to say 


that comrades in England are not active - es¬ 
pecially in the S A. Comrades in the RCN have 
been some of the most pro-active members in 
the Socialist Alliance project, in particular the 
CPGB comrades. The fact that the work of 
these comrades actually promotes the aims 
of republican communism is seen as irrelevant 
by those wearing nationalist blinkers. 

The nationalist comrades stated that the 
RCN England held back the Scottish section 
of the network. Allan Armstrong of the Com¬ 
munist Tendency believes that working with 
comrades in England had somehow pre¬ 
vented the RCN from intervening in areas such 
as the anti-capitalist movement - which is odd, 
given that the CPGB is the only group involved 
in the RCN that has engaged with that move¬ 
ment by sending comrades to international 
demonstrations and providing extensive re¬ 
ports and space for debate in the Weekly 
Worker. 

There was a seven to two vote in favour of 
splitting the RCN along national lines. Mary 
Ward and myself were the only two who voted 
against the split, although comrade Ward 
made it clear that she would have abstained 
had doing so not resulted in the loss of her 
status as a supporter of the Revolutionary 
Democratic Group. This appeared not to be 


an issue for fellow RDG supporter, comrade 
Nick Clarke, who voted with the nationalist 
majority on the grounds that the current situ¬ 
ation was unworkable. He has since resigned 
from the editorial board of the RCN’s quarterly 
magazine, Republican Communist. 

The all-Britain office-bearers based in Scot¬ 
land met afterwards to discuss the organi¬ 
sational practicalities of the split. They 
agreed to remain in post until current busi¬ 
ness is concluded. The RCN England will 
receive its share of the money in the all-Brit¬ 
ain account. There was, however, still the 
question of the next edition of magazine, 
which is due by December 1. There appeared 
to be some confusion over what is to hap¬ 
pen. Comrades made clear that no money 
would come out of the RCN Scotland ac¬ 
count to pay for it. Some comrades stated 
they would not sell it, while other would, de¬ 
pending on its content. 

The most frequently stated reason for the 
split was the dislike most comrades felt to¬ 
wards the CPGB - not exactly the most princi¬ 
pled of grounds. Although undoubtedly the 
left nationalists are unhappy with articles in 
the Weekly Worker critical of their theory and 
actions and our open and direct, no-holds- 
barred style of debate, it would be naive to 


The break-up 
of Britain? 


Last Sunday the 
Republican Communist 
Network (Scotland) 
met and voted to 
separate from the RCN 
(Britain). I wrote the 
following article last 
week prior to the split. I 
have not changed it. It 
records the general 
view of the 
Revolutionary 
Democratic Group, and 
provides the reader 
with a background to 
Sarah McDonald’s 
report of the meeting 
(see above) 

Dave Craig (RDG) 


T lie Republican Communist Network (Ed¬ 
inburgh) submitted a motion to the recent 
all-Britain RCN conference. It says that 
the “RCN resolves to break formal constitu¬ 
tional links between RCN (Scotland) and RCN 
(England) in favour of working together on 
campaigns and other initiatives on a case by 
case basis”. The motion was not taken be¬ 
cause it had not been submitted on time. But 
it will be voted on at the RCN (Scotland) meet¬ 
ing on November 18. 

“Breaking formal constitutional links” 
means breaking up the RCN into two com¬ 
pletely separate or independent organisations 
based on residence north or south of the 
border. This is not the first separation of this 
kind in the socialist movement. There is the 
example of the split between Scottish Militant 
Labour and the Socialist Party (England and 
Wales). The Scottish Socialist Party itself or¬ 
ganises on the basis of national residence. 

What is the meaning of this move? The mo¬ 
tion does not tell us what the problem is: merely 
the solution. So we have to work backwards. 
Reverse logic suggests there is a breakdown 
in the general relations between English and 
Scottish communists. This is what most sen¬ 
sible people would conclude from reading the 
motion. Nationalists in the SSP and the SNP 
would take some comfort from this. If activ¬ 
ists in the wider socialist and working class 
movement read this motion, they will interpret 
it in the obvious way. 

The question will be asked as to whether 
this general breakdown is a product of Eng¬ 
lish chauvinism. Are English communists be¬ 
having like colonial masters? Have they taken 
over the RCN and ousted the Scottish com¬ 
rades? In fact there are no allegations of Eng¬ 
lish chauvinism. The three RCN national 
officers are all resident in Scotland. On the edi¬ 
torial board, there are three from Scotland and 
two from England. If anything England is un¬ 
der-represented. 

It is well known that Allan Armstrong has 
a strong antipathy to me. He opposed my can¬ 
didature for the RCN editorial board on a 


number of occasions. He made repeated false 
claims that I had censored his articles. How¬ 
ever, not even our fiercest critics have ever 
suggested that this is a problem arising from 
our different nationalities. 

Does the move to separatism reflect Scot¬ 
tish nationalism rather than English chauvin¬ 
ism? Perhaps the Scottish comrades feel 
superior and therefore think they could run 
the show better on their own? All they need 
is to get rid of the comrades from England. 
Are they reflecting a mood of anti-English- 
ness in wider Scottish society? Does it reflect 
their own ideological predilection for the 
whole idea of Scottish separatism? 

I am sure the comrades from RCN (Edin¬ 
burgh) will say that neither English chauvin¬ 
ism nor Scottish nationalism is the problem. 
They have made no allegations of chauvin¬ 
ism, and strongly deny any Scottish nation¬ 
alist attitudes. In which case why propose a 
motion whose intention is apparently to solve 
the national ‘problem’ within the RCN? 

If on the other hand the problem is some¬ 
thing else - let us say ‘issue XYZ’ - why not 
identify it? Why not propose a solution tai¬ 
lor-made for that? Why would anybody come 
forward with a national ‘solution’ to a non¬ 
national problem? The Edinburgh comrades 
cannot have it both ways. If there is a national 
problem within the RCN, the Edinburgh com¬ 
rades have not said so. If they say there is not 
a national problem, then the motion is a solu¬ 
tion to a problem that does not exist. 

We still have a mystery. Why propose a na¬ 
tional solution? Is the motion a ‘cock-up’ or a 
‘conspiracy’? The cock-up theory is that these 
comrades have failed to understand the real 
issues. Circumstantial evidence for this is their 
failure to produce a document outlining their 
view of the issues. The conspiracy theory is 
that, although there is no national problem, 
someone is playing the ‘national’ card. Maybe 
you get more votes and more allies by using 
‘national’ arguments? Maybe it is an easier 
excuse or a better scapegoat? 

The importance of the democratic process 
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Edinburgh walk out 


believe that this is the cause of the split. As 
far as they were concerned, an alliance with 
anti-nationalists was never comfortable - es¬ 
pecially when they found themselves in a 
minority. 

The RCN was founded when former CPGB 
members Mary Ward and Nick Clarke, oper¬ 
ating as the Campaign for a Federal Repub¬ 
lic, along with Steve Freeman of the RDG, 
joined forces with Allan Armstrong and his 
nationalist micro grouping, the Communist 
Tendency, and the slightly bigger yet still tiny 
Red Republicans (now defunct), to form a 
bloc in the Scottish Socialist Alliance. As 
things moved on politically with the birth of 
the SSP, they were joined by CPGB comrades 
in Scotland and other CPGBers and individu¬ 
als based in England. We in the CPGB were 
open in our view that the RCN should be part 
of the fight for a single, all-Britain, working 
class party. It was essential that an anti-na¬ 
tionalist force should take that fight into the 
SSP. 

However, although at first the RCN con¬ 
stituted the main left opposition within the 
SSP - it had some success in 1999, winning a 
vote at the SSP conference over democratic 
demands - it was never on a consistent anti¬ 
nationalist basis. In fact the propaganda call 


by our nationalist wing for a Scottish work¬ 
ers’ republic is in practical terms identical to 
the SSP’s ‘independent socialist Scotland’. 
Little wonder that we were able to operate in 
Scotland as little more than a ginger group, 
rather than a potentially hegemonic force 
within the SSP. The RCN in Scotland has not 
grown and cannot be described as a dy¬ 
namic force. 

The political differences between the na¬ 
tionalist elements and those advocating 
working class unity intensified as recruits 
were made in England. It was clear to the na¬ 
tionalists that they would always be in a mi¬ 
nority while the RCN remained an all-Britain 
organisation - it hardly suits those who ad¬ 
vocate Scottish independence to operate 
within an all-Britain organisation: that is the 
underlying factor behind the split, not CPGB 
polemics. Other big political issues (such as 
collaborating with individuals who do not 
even recognise the need for a working class 
party) were a continuing source of tension. 

The left nationalists have now walked out. 
Despite our best efforts, we were unable to 
win them to a principled communist position 
of uniting our forces to defeat the UK consti¬ 
tutional monarchy state • 

Sarah McDonald 



cannot be stressed too highly. When it is 
proposed to split or wind up an organisation, 
there should be some written papers submit¬ 
ted from the proposers explaining exactly 
why they want to take such drastic action. 
There should be a properly convened RCN 
meeting where this motion should be de¬ 
bated and voted on. Unilateral action by 
Scottish comrades to split the RCN would 
be a mockery of democracy. It would make a 
nonsense of ‘revolutionary democracy and 
culture’. 

Let us turn to the second part of the mo¬ 
tion, which suggests the break-up of the RCN 
along national lines will help us to work to¬ 
gether. The fact is that the RCN already exists 
to promote “working together on campaigns 
and other initiatives on a case by case basis”. 
We have a democratic framework in which we 
can meet to discuss “working together”, etc. 
At the recent RCN conference there were a 
number of motions on “working together” on 
issues like the oath of allegiance and the royal 
jubilee. 

The truth is that the Edinburgh comrades 
do not want to work with us. They are not leav¬ 
ing in order to work with us more. If they were 
serious about wanting to work with the rest 
of us, they would have shown why these prob¬ 
lems could not be resolved or overcome within 
the democratic framework of one federal or¬ 
ganisation. They would have been patient 
enough to wait and hear the replies to their 
documents. If comrades say they are too busy 
to produce such a document, then surely they 
are too busy to split. 

We would be naive to take the words about 
“working together on campaigns and other 
initiatives on a case by case basis” at face 
value. It could be the sort of spin that would 
make any doctor proud. It makes the threat of 
a national split appear as an act of interna¬ 
tional comradeship. Next Tony Blair will be tell¬ 
ing us that bombing Afghanistan is for 
humanitarian purposes! 

But just suppose these are not cynical 
words and that the author(s) actually mean it. 
In which case these comrades are not being 
honest with themselves. They are fooling 
themselves about why they are doing this. If 
anything, the split is more likely to worsen 
relations rather than improve them. In tmth we 
are less likely to work together. No doubt the 
optimists amongst us will hope for something 
better. But we need to get real. If anything it 
will lead to a hardening of attitudes. 

There has been a lot of talk about ‘interna¬ 
tionalism from below’. But this is not an ab¬ 
stract phrase. It starts in your own backyard, 
by fighting against national separation within 
the RCN. We need to begin by identifying as 
precisely and honestly as we can the real 


To advocate a 
Scottish workers’ 
republic as an 
immediate 
demand now is 
to capitulate to 
nationalism. The 
RDG has not 
called the 
Communist 
Tendency left 
nationalist’. We 
accept the CTas 
republican 
communists. But 
their leftist 
method 
produces a 
nationalist 
deviationts 


political problems. We do this not in order to 
score points against rival factions, but be¬ 
cause we need to fight for unity and interna¬ 
tionalism from below. 

What are the political issues which divide 
the RCN? First and foremost and underlying 
everything is the issue of the federal repub¬ 
lic versus the Scottish workers’ republic. All 
members know this has been the main divide 
in the RCN. The majority is for the federal re¬ 
public and a minority is in favour of a Scot¬ 
tish workers’ republic. 

The Scottish workers’ republic slogan is 
not wrong in some absolute sense. In some 
circumstances, it could be a correct position 
to take. But at the present time, in terms of 
the low level of class struggle, and the 
growth of nationalism, it is totally and utterly 
incorrect. It simply provides left cover for 
Scottish nationalism, for Tommy Sheridan 
and the International Socialist Movement. 

To advocate a Scottish workers’ republic 
as an immediate demand now is to capitulate 
to nationalism. The RDG has not called the 
Communist Tendency ‘left nationalist’. We 
accept the CT as republican communists. But 
their leftist method produces a nationalist de¬ 
viation from international revolutionary de¬ 
mocracy. They are still our (albeit mistaken) 
comrades and we have, for example, voted 
for them to be represented on the editorial 
board. We have made compromises with 
them, although they have not made any with 
us. 

As we know, a scratch can become gan¬ 
grene. If the CT continues to take their line to 
the logic of a split, they will have crossed 
sides. They become nationalist in practice and 
not just in theory. It is the actions of the CT 
that ultimately define them. That is why I 
would urge Allan Armstrong to pull back 
from a split and let us negotiate instead. 

Tied up with this is the issue of majority 
voting. The CT, echoing the Socialist Party 
in England and Wales, has sought a minor¬ 
ity veto on ‘controversial issues’. There is no 
more controversial issue than the Scottish 
workers’ republic. Even in a democratic cen¬ 
tralist organisation the fact that they had a 
minority view is not a reason for a split. But 
the RCN is a network and not a tendency or 
party. If we express a majority view, nobody 
is bound by it. The CT do not have to advo¬ 
cate it. They can criticise the majority as much 
as they like and refuse to carry out any ac¬ 
tion that might be thought to aid the call for a 
federal republic. 

Has the CT been ousted or prevented by 
majority votes from being on the leading com¬ 
mittees of the RCN? If this was the case they 
might have cause to leave. The fact is that it 
is not the case. Nobody has tried to oust Ian 


Robertson as treasurer and neither has the 
majority tried to remove Allan Armstrong from 
the editorial board. It should be noted that 
comrade Armstrong has not reciprocated. He 
has tried at every opportunity to prevent a 
member of the RDG being elected onto the 
editorial board. No matter. 

The second cause of friction has been a dif¬ 
ferent idea about the RCN. The RDG views it 
as a united front of all that agree with the slo¬ 
gans, as the basis for working together, where 
we can. We do not see the RCN as a recruit¬ 
ing ground to bring any contacts under our 
hegemony. We have for example sought to 
involve the Alliance for Workers’ Liberty. We 
are not doing this to recruit the AWL, who 
are a much bigger organisation. The CT is not 
interested in drawing in bigger forces, as rep¬ 
resented by the AWL. They consider them¬ 
selves to be the true communists, looking for 
individuals they can draw around them. From 
this point of view it is better to draw in a Phil 
Walden, who is not a republican, than try to 
influence the AWL. The CT attitude to other 
organised groups is the giveaway. Neverthe¬ 
less this is not a reason to split the RCN. 

The third problem is the unevenness of the 
political movement between England and 
Scotland. This creates practical strains and 
has resulted in for example the break-up of 
the Socialist Party along national lines. Na¬ 
tionalists see such divisions and want to 
widen them. Communists see the same prob¬ 
lem and seek to overcome disunity. The prac¬ 
tical expression of this can be found in the 
RCN. In Scotland the RCN is not just a net¬ 
work. It is a faction or platform inside the SSP. 
In England there is no party and there are no 
platforms within the Socialist Alliance. The 
RCN (England) has not advanced beyond a 
network. In this respect the RCN (England) 
lags behind. 

Unless sectarians are seeking to score 
points, or nationalists are trying to exploit the 
differences, there is no reason within a fed¬ 
eral structure that such differences cannot 
coexist. The RCN (England) is a network and 
the RCN (Scotland) is a network plus a fac¬ 
tion. Comrades in Scotland have their own 
meetings and can take their own decisions. 
They are not ‘held back’ by England. 

The fourth issue concerns the relations be¬ 
tween the RDG and CPGB. This is a problem 
largely for England. Over the last period we 
have been pulling in different directions in the 
Socialist Alliance, where most of our work is 
now concentrated. This is not a problem as 
far as being a network is concerned, but a 
problem if we want to become a platform in 
the SA. What adds to this is the fact that the 
CPGB do not have any theory for the RCN. 
Their approach is very pragmatic. They have 


often said that they see a role for the RCN in 
Scotland, but not really for England. When 
combined with different approaches to the 
SA, it produces an impasse. Added to this, 
we need to change some of the officers and 
committee of the RCN (England). 

I want to make clear the difference between 
a sectarian approach to the RCN and that 
taken by the RDG. A sectarian is oveijoyed 
by such problems. It proves we cannot work 
together and should split. We would not 
dream of arguing that type of politics. If any¬ 
thing, the relations between the RDG and 
CPGB proves why we need an RCN (Britain). 
We need more open and honest discussion 
of these issues. We need this to be discussed 
not purely as an English issue. What we are 
seeking in this is a higher level of unity in ac¬ 
tion. If anybody had a ‘right’ to call for a split 
with the CPGB over the RCN, it would be the 
RDG in England. Significantly we are not do¬ 
ing that. 

Finally we have had a problem with the Re¬ 
publican Communist editorial board. We 
have been arguing over the composition of 
the board at the last two national meetings. 
We have begun to make a transition from an 
all-Scottish editorial board to an Anglo-Scot- 
tish one. We sought to include all the major 
groupings on the board. As we know the new 
board, which I joined, took a long time to pro¬ 
duce the first issue. I have to take my share of 
the blame for that. Time and space prevent fur¬ 
ther elaboration, except to say that all the prob¬ 
lems should be addressed politically in order 
to overcome them. 

This is my version of the problems and no 
doubt there are many other valid insights and 
perspectives. The point is that the RCN has a 
functioning democracy and, whilst that re¬ 
mains the case, we have the possibility that 
our democracy can find solutions. But we 
have to have the right communist attitude. We 
should begin with an honest assessment of 
the problems. A sectarian or anarchist would 
say, ‘Let’s split.’ A nationalist says, ‘Let’s 
separate along national lines.’ An internation¬ 
alist and communist says, ‘Let’s fight for 
unity.’ 

That is why I would urge every internation¬ 
alist and communist to vote against the Edin¬ 
burgh motion. If the motion is carried, I would 
urge every Scottish comrade to remain in the 
RCN and attend the special RCN meeting in 
December or January for a serious and prop¬ 
erly prepared debate. If the CT are determined 
to leave, there will be a split. The exact nature 
of that split will not become clear until the RCN 
meets in a special conference. For my part I 
will continue to fight to prevent a dangerous 
and irresponsible national split between Eng¬ 
land and Scotland • 
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SOCIALIST LABOUR PARTY 


Celebrating September 11 


I t is an open secret that there are deep divi¬ 
sions within the Socialist Labour Party 
leadership over the events of September 
11. After a tense three-hour meeting on Sep¬ 
tember 22, the SLP executive eventually agreed 
to “condemn the attack on the World Trade 
Center and the Pentagon”. This was in express 
opposition to the line promulgated by Arthur 
Scargill on the front page of Socialist News , 
and also posted on to the SLP website, which 
was to merely “deplore” the “appalling loss 
of life” - arguing that “the devastation and 
death that descended on the United States 
on September 11 is a direct consequence of 
global capitalism, and of the determination of 
the US - and Nato - to try to dominate the world 
by force” (my emphasis - October-November). 

In other words, according to Scargill, the 
September 11 attackers were misguided in their 
fanatical act of mass murder, but ought to be 
defended. Even the SLP executive, normally 
loyal rubber-stampists, found this just a bit 
too much to stomach - perhaps some of them 
do actually live in the real world - and it re¬ 
belled against the wannabe labour dictator. 

This NEC rebellion took the form of issu¬ 
ing a statement which asked “all branches to 
convene meetings to explain why we con¬ 
demn both the hijack attacks in New York and 
the Pentagon and also condemn the state ter¬ 
ror of the US, Britain and others” (SLP Infor¬ 
mation Bulletin - undated). However, this 
statement took almost a month to find its way 
into the hands of the SLP membership, and to 
this day Scargill’s original - and now minority 
- position on September 11 is still the only one 
to be found on its website. One can only guess 
what will appear in the next issue of Socialist 
News , but, given the fact that the paper is ed¬ 
ited by Scargill’s devoted sidekick, Nell Myers, 
it might be expecting too much to hope that 
the official position of the executive - and 
hence of the party - will be accurately reported 
and commented upon. 

What one can say in all confidence is that 
the views of the executive were not being pro¬ 
moted by the SLP members who on Saturday 
November 17 attended the annual meeting 
organised by the Committee to Celebrate the 
October Revolution at Woolwich Town Hall. 
Indeed, it would not be too unreasonable to 
describe the evening as a factionalists’ coven. 
Even though Scargill - for the first time in many 
a year - was not there himself, all the speakers 
voiced opinions which, to one degree or an¬ 
other, would have warmed the heart of the SLP 
general secretary (and all other apologists for 
the September 11 attackers and reactionary 
anti-imperialism in general). 

Hardly surprising. The rally to ‘Celebrate the 
glorious October Revolution’ is essentially a 
showpiece for Harpal Brar and his Stalinite 
circle of admirers, sycophants and family 
members. Brar is editor of the Stalin-loving 
Lalkar , formerly the journal of the Indian 
Workers Association, and a leading member 
of the SLP executive. The Brarites - most of 
whom who are also members of the 
necrophiliac Stalin Society - control the Lon¬ 
don regional committee of the SLP, and quite 
shamelessly stifle and censor the ‘condem¬ 
nation’ line of the NEC, and indeed any other 
ideas which violate sect orthodoxy. 

Addressing an audience of around 80 peo¬ 
ple - composed overwhelmingly of British- 
Asian IWA members and supporters, and well 
down on the normal turnout when Scargill is 
the star speaker - were Ian Johnson of the in¬ 
ternational committee and North West region 
of the SLP; Dave Roberts of the SLP NEC; 
Hardev Dhillon of the Indian Workers Asso¬ 
ciation, and SLP general election candidate for 
Erith and Thamesmead; Katherine Cremer of 
SLP Youth Section; and Brar himself, who was 
also chair. 

To anyone who has read the latest issue of 
Lalkar, the opinions expressed from the po¬ 
dium would be depressingly predictable. In¬ 
deed, the speakers seemed to be taking their 
cue from the less than charming Fightback 
group of ex-Revolutionary Communist Group 
members, who proudly tell us: “We do not 


mourn, but welcome, the death of any work¬ 
ers at the Pentagon or any bankers at the 
World Trade Center; they have killed many 
times over before in their careers, Those clean¬ 
ers, waiters, cooks and technicians who died 
were a tragic loss in a war which sees many 
millions of ordinary, innocent people die every 
year. The war against oppression will continue 
and many more will fall before its completion” 
(November-December). 

In this vein, comrade Cremer, the first 
speaker, who began her contribution by ven¬ 
turing the opinion that Stalin’s USSR had 
“wiped out the social evils of society”, de¬ 
scribed the events of September 11 as herald¬ 
ing the start of the “fightback” - we had 
witnessed the “inevitable resistance of the 
oppressed”. The “oppressed” were in a “kill 
or be killed” situation - so what else could they 
do but hijack a couple of planes full of civilian 
passengers, cut the throats of the air steward¬ 
esses, and then fly them directly into two tower 
blocks containing thousands of workers, in 
the process killing hundreds of firefighters? 
For comrade Cremer, such actions objectively 
represented “the forward march of commu¬ 
nism”. 

Ian Johnson concurred with this analysis. 
He also subscribed - hook, line and sinker - to 
the paranoid conspiracy theory that the cur¬ 
rent war is all about oil and direct economic 
interests. In this he finds himself in the good 
company of the Socialist Workers Party, which 
also subscribes to this brand of crude, 
pseudo-Marxist reductionism (which has so 
afflicted - and crippled - the left). So, comrade 
Johnson informed us, the “driving force” 
behind the war is the economic crisis of capi¬ 
talism - which was forcing the imperialist pow¬ 
ers “eastwards” in search of “new labour, new 
markets, new resources”. Seeing how these 
potential markets, he continued, had been 
previously blocked off, imperialism had “a lot 
of catching up to do”. 

It does have to be said that comrade John¬ 
son added a novel twist to the plot - by con¬ 
fidently asserting that the US and the UK want 
“control of central Asia” so they could “en¬ 
circle” Russia and put the “noose around its 
neck”. He does not seem to have noticed that 
George Bush and Vladimir Putin are firm allies 
in the ‘war against terrorism’. In fact, the com¬ 
rade seems to be under the impression that 
Russia is still the land of Lenin, carrying on 
the tradition of October. That nonsense 
should have finally been laid to rest in 1991. 

Hardev Dhillon offered the interesting view 
that the masses of central and eastern Europe 
now realise that they had been wrong to re¬ 
ject the bureaucratic socialist regimes that had 
ruled over them - after all, at least then the 
workers had jobs for life. Look at the poverty 
and misery ushered in by the ‘post-commu¬ 
nist’ governments. Surely, thought comrade 
Dhillon, it must now be obvious to all that 
‘official communism’ (or Stalinism) repre¬ 
sented an advance over capitalism and there¬ 
fore should act as our model of what society 
should be like? 

Dave Roberts ridiculed the “huge outcry” 
over September 11. The repeated showing 
of the two planes plunging intro the WTC 
was akin to “brainwashing techniques”. 
After all, said comrade Roberts, over 500,000 
have died in Iraq thanks to imperialist sanc¬ 
tions - where is the outcry over that? He went 
on to describe September 11 as “a major blow 
against American imperialism”. Of course, 
Roberts added, we in the SLP “deplore the 
loss of life” (obviously forgetting the 
changed line agreed at the September 22 
NEC meeting) and, yes, “maybe” the attack 
was “conducted by unsavoury characters”. 
But we should not forget that the attackers 
were aiming at the “three citadels of global 



The SLP’s Harpal Brar: “absolutely elated” by suicide hijackers 


capitalism” - the WTC, the Pentagon and the 
White House (so it seems). 

Also, said comrade Roberts, the Septem¬ 
ber 11 attack was “seen by the downtrodden 
of the world as resistance to US imperialism” 
- therefore we should go with such sponta¬ 
neous sentiments. Comrade Roberts con¬ 
cluded by saying that US imperialism was 
striving for a unipolar world, but the events 
of September 11 were a reminder of “how vul¬ 
nerable US imperialism, and the status quo, 
really is”. For this service, it seems, we should 
be eternally grateful to the September 11 sui¬ 
cide attackers. 

As for Harpal Brar, he roused the Stalinist 
troops by declaring: “I love seeing the pic¬ 
tures of the burning Pentagon - it makes me 
feel absolutely elated.” One gathers that 
Harpal has the same feelings about the WTC, 
described as a place “where international 
bankers meet and decide how to screw the 
world”. Presumably also, socialists should feel 
“elated” by the sight of workers flinging them¬ 
selves out of the WTC building in order to 
escape the flames and plunging to their cer¬ 
tain deaths. 

There has never been “a struggle where in¬ 
nocent people were not killed”, Brar contin¬ 
ued. Indeed, it is in the nature of “revolutions 
to take innocent lives” - only an idealist could 
think otherwise. The significance of Septem¬ 
ber 11 is that “it will encourage people to join 
the movement” and to take up “the anti-im¬ 
perialist struggle”. 

For Brar, the islamic fundamentalist terror¬ 
ists responsible for the September 11 atroci¬ 
ties were part of “the vibrant national liberation 
movements” which can be found in Saudi 
Arabia, Palestine/Israel, Egypt, Algeria, etc, 
with whom the workers’ movement needs to 
ally itself. “We support”, emphasised Brar, 
whoever is attacking imperialism, declaring 
explicitly: “My enemy’s enemy is my friend’ - 
thus once more categorically rejecting the ap¬ 
proach of VI Lenin and the Bolsheviks, whose 
entire outlook was centred on the fight for in¬ 
dependent working class politics, a concept 
utterly alien to Stalinites like Brar • 

Danny Hammill 



http://www.lalkar.org 
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Towards a 
Socialist 
Alliance party 


Some comrades in the Socialist Alliance say we 
should settle for a loose conglomeration of leftwing 
groups and local campaigns. Others want a 'relatively 
durable’ united front. For these comrades the word 
'party’, when it comes to the Socialist Alliance, is an 
anathema. It is as if they were anarchists. 

Of course such comrades already have their own 
'party’. Jack Conrad argues, however, that there is no 
party. They are groups or, worse, sects. Members who 
disagree with the prescribed Tine’ are expected to 
gag themselves in public. Either that or face expul¬ 
sion. 

Such organisations might have had some justifica¬ 
tion as long as they kept alive the embers of the revo¬ 
lutionary tradition. No longer. The Socialist Alliance 
must become a party and seek to arm itself with the 
most advanced theory. 

In reality we are already a party in many senses. 
We have a common elected leadership, common 
election candidates and common finances. The So¬ 
cialist Alliance is also officially registered as a party. 
What matters is not the name, but creating a genu¬ 
ine party ethos. Drawing on an extensive study of his¬ 
tory and containing a thorough analysis of the 
submissions to the Socialist Alliance’s pivotal De¬ 
cember 1 conference, this booklet presents the ways 
and means of arriving at that end. 

The second edition of Towards a Socialist Alliance 
party contains extensive new ma¬ 
terial and has been updated 
throughout. 

£7.00 

(Includes p&p) 
Available from the CPGB address 
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CPGB supports 
Irish liberation 


As the Communist Party of 
Great Britain emerged at its 
founding congress in August 
1920, the British state was 
engaged in a ruthless war 
against the Irish. The republic 
proclaimed by the 1916 Easter 
Rising had been drowned in 
blood by the British army, and 
in subsequent elections the 
Irish people produced landslide 
victories for Sinn Fein, which 
called for Irish independence. 

In 1919 Sinn Fein MPs set up 
Bail Eireann, the Irish parlia¬ 
ment, in Dublin and once again 
declared an Irish Republic. 
Within months the British 
branded the Bail an illegal 
assembly and issued warrants 
to arrest its members. 

The liberation force prepared 
for a guerrilla war. The Irish 
Republican Army was formed 
from the Irish Volunteers and 
the Irish Citizens Army, Ire¬ 
land’s 'Red Army’. It seized 
weapons bound for the British 
army and got them from sympa¬ 
thisers in the USA. 

Britain poured thousands of 
troops into Ireland, including 
the notorious terror force 
known as the Black and Tans. 
When the IRA mounted an 
ambush, the British retaliated 
by burning villages, farms and 
factories. 

In Belfast the unionists called 
for a 'holy war’ against catho¬ 
lics - this resulted in 5,000 
workers being driven out of 
their jobs in the shipyards, and 
tens of thousands were forced 
to abandon their homes in 
nationalist areas. 

Irish working class militancy 
grew. Plants were taken over by 
the workers and run under 
soviet type control. Dockers 
refused to unload munitions for 
British troops, and railworkers 
refused to start trains if they 
were boarded by the Black and 
Tans. A general strike lasting 
three days secured the release 
of political prisoners who had 
been on hunger strike. 

The absence of any support 
from the British working class 
weakened the Irish struggle; 
with it the British state might 
have faced total defeat in 
Ireland and a workers’ republic 
on its doorstep. Needless to 
say, this would have advanced 
the cause of British workers 
too. 

The following statement from 
the CPGB’s executive commit¬ 
tee outlined the Party’s posi¬ 
tion on the war in Ireland. 


Communists and Ireland 


T he news that comes daily from Ire¬ 
land is in itself a summons to the 
Communist Party of Great Britain. 
The recurrent series of assassinations 
and ‘reprisals’ is the most dramatic fea¬ 
ture of the struggle. But of even deeper 
consequence is the slow strangling of 
the economic life of the Irish people. The 
closing of the railways, the destruction 
of crops and creameries are having - and 
are designed to have - the same effect 
upon Ireland as the wartime blockade 
upon central Europe. 

Step by step, the economic life of the 
country is being destroyed. Between 
September 1919 and September 1920,90 
villages and country towns were shot up, 
and in many cases completely wrecked. 
Between June 1920 and October 1920 30 
creameries were destroyed. Over large 
areas rickyards have been set on fire by 
the forces of the crown. The destruction 
of the hay makes the winter feeding of 
cattle impossible. Even rich mral areas are 
threatened with starvation. 

A nation is being murdered under our 
eyes - not in Armenia, but within a hun¬ 
dred miles of our own shores - not by 
Turks or Kurds or Bashi-Bazouks, but by 
British men, carrying out the orders of a 
British government. 

There are communists who say, ‘This 
is hue. But it is not our concern. This is a 
nationalist stmggle. And we are not na¬ 
tionalists. We are internationalists. This 
is a race struggle. Our job is the class 
struggle.’ 

That is a hasty and a short-sighted 
judgement. In such a case as Ireland’s - 
the case of a small nation held in forcible 
suppression by a great imperialist state - 
the national stmggle and the class stmg¬ 
gle are inseparable from one another. The 
stmggle against imperialism for national 
independence is a necessary phase of 
the struggle against capitalism for the 
workers’ independence. 

Right through its history the domi¬ 
nation of England over Ireland has been 
economic as well as political. It has been 
an exploitation as well as an oppression; 
and against that double tyranny the Irish 
have carried on a double war - for politi¬ 
cal and economic freedom - “for our 
lands and our liberties”, as James Finton 
Laylor phrased it. 

James Connolly was shot (a wounded 
prisoner, carried to the place of execution 
because his legs were shattered) as an 
Irish rebel. He gave his life for the freeing 
of Ireland. But he gave it too for the free¬ 
ing of the working class. And the Irish 
republican movement today is the same 
movement for which he died. 

Connolly himself had grasped very 
firmly the essential fact of the oneness 
of the two movements. It is the theme of 
half his writings. “In the evolution of civi¬ 
lisation,” he wrote, “the progress of the 
fight for national liberty of any subject 
nation must perforce keep pace with the 
progress of the stmggle for liberty of the 
most subject class in that nation.” And 
again: “The Irish working class remain as 
the incorruptible inheritors of the fight for 
freedom in Ireland.” 

That is as true today as when Connolly 
wrote it. The republican movement is 
essentially a working class movement. 
There are, it is true, middle class men as 
well as bourgeois by the chance of birth. 


3 IRA mounted an armed 
struggle against British 
occupation 


But they do not mould it. They are being 
moulded by it. The strength and vigour 
and inspiration of the movement lies in 
the workers and the workers’ organisa¬ 
tions. 

Its ideals go far beyond mere political 
independence. Even those who are not 
communists or socialists of any kind 
have some vision that their job is not 
merely the ousting of the English gov¬ 
ernment, but the overthrow of the Eng¬ 
lish system - which is the capitalist 
system. And the workers themselves see 
in the establishment of the Irish republic 
the first step - the necessary first step - 
to the establishment of the Irish workers’ 
republic. 

The republican movement is a work¬ 
ers’ movement And it is the Irish work¬ 
ers upon whom the chief brunt of the 
Greenwood terror is falling. The big ma¬ 
jority of the men and women killed have 
been workers. The dwelling houses burnt 
have been workers’ houses. It is the 
workers who go in want because of the 
burning of creameries and factories and 
crops. It is the Irish railwaymen who are 
being dismissed in hundreds because 
they refuse to transport the troops and 
the Black and Tans who are terrorising 
their countrymen and devastating their 
country. 

The Irish workers are suffering - grimly 
resolved to stay it out until the finish. 
And the British do nothing. Is it strange 
that the Irish speak of us bitterly, as men 
betrayed by someone on whom they 
should have been able to count? 

They look for nothing from the Tories. 
They look for nothing from the Liberals. 
For they know the history of their own 
country, and they know that Liberal gov¬ 
ernments have been as prolific as the 
Tories in the matter of coercion bills. 
They remember ‘Buck Shot Forster’. 
They have not forgotten that Mr 
Asquith’s government, in the year of the 
rising, shot 14 prisoners, arrested 3,226 
men, deported 1,949, and suppressed 13 
newspapers. They count Mr Lloyd 
George and Sir Hamar Greenwood very 
typical Liberals. 

But from the British working class they 
had expected better things. They have 
heard talk from us of international soli¬ 
darity. In practice they see British troops 
- the sons, many of them, of trade union¬ 
ists - shooting Irish workers. They see 
Ireland coerced with munitions made and 
transported by British trade union labour. 
They see Irish railwaymen dismissed, 
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and not a murmur from Unity House. 
They see every foul device of imperialist 
tyranny employed against them with at 
any rate the passive acquiescence of the 
British working class. 

They are bitter; they have good rea¬ 
son to be bitter. They have not counted 
on our assistance. They will not ask for 
it. They will carry on the stmggle them¬ 
selves, whatever the cost and whatever 
the issue. 

But they know that we have betrayed 
them; and they despise us for it. They 
talk of us with contemptuous pity. And 
we deserve that they should do so. For 
we have betrayed them, and in doing so 
we are betraying the working class move¬ 
ment 

For us, if we were to connive at these 
things, to claim for our motto, ‘Workers 
of the world, unite’, would be merely to 
add hypocrisy to treachery. Not only the 
Irish but the working class all the world 
over is looking to us. We are being 
weighed in the Irish balance, and if we 
are found wanting, not all the enuncia¬ 
tion’s of orthodox formulae, not all the 
protestations of the purity of our com¬ 
munist faith will save us from contemp¬ 
tuous dismissal as faithful, though 
sometimes talkative, servants of the Brit¬ 
ish imperial oligarchy • 

Executive Committee, Communist 
Party of Great Britain 

The Communist 
November 25 1920 


What we 
fight for 

• Our central aim is to reforge the 
Communist Party of Great Britain. 
Without this Party the working class 
is nothing; with it, it is everything. 

• The Communist Party serves the 
interests of the working class. We 
fight all forms of opportunism and 
revisionism in the workers’ move¬ 
ment because they endanger those 
interests. We insist on open ideo¬ 
logical stmggle in order to fight out 
the correct way forward for our 
class. 

• Marxism-Leninism is powerful be¬ 
cause it is tme. Communists relate 
theory to practice. We are material¬ 
ists; we hold that ideas are deter¬ 
mined by social reality and not the 
other way round. 

• We believe in the highest level of 
unity among workers. We fight for 
the unity of the working class of all 
countries and subordinate the 
stmggle in Britain to the world revo¬ 
lution itself. The liberation of human¬ 
ity can only be achieved through 
world communism. 

• The working class in Britain needs 
to strike as a fist. This means all com¬ 
munists should be organised into a 
single Party. We oppose all forms of 
separatism, which weakens our 
class. 

• Socialism can never come through 
parliament. The capitalist class will 
never peacefully allow their system 
to be abolished. Socialism will only 
succeed through working class 
revolution and the replacement of the 
dictatorship of the capitalists with 
the dictatorship of the working 
class. Socialism lays the basis for the 
conscious planning of human af¬ 
fairs: ie, communism. 

• We support the right of nations to 
self-determination. In Britain today 
this means the stmggle for Irish free¬ 
dom should be given full support by 
the British working class. 

• Communists are champions of the 
oppressed. We fight for the libera¬ 
tion of women, the ending of racism, 
bigotry and all other forms of chau¬ 
vinism. Oppression is a direct result 
of class society and will only finally 
be eradicated by the ending of class 
society. 

• War and peace, pollution and the 
environment are class questions. No 
solution to the world’s problems can 
be found within capitalism. Its cease¬ 
less drive for profit puts the world 
at risk. The future of humanity de¬ 
pends on the triumph of commu¬ 
nism. 

• We urge all who accept these prin¬ 
ciples to join us. A Communist Party 
Supporter reads and fights to build 
the circulation of the Party’s pub¬ 
lications; contributes regularly to 
the Party’s funds and encourages 
others to do the same; where possi¬ 
ble, builds and participates in the 
work of a Communist Party Support¬ 
ers Group. 
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50,000-plus 
take to the 
streets of 
London 


Socialist Alliance 
must take lead 


T he November 18 demonstration 
against the imperialist war called by 
the Stop the War Coalition saw the 
movement continue to build on the mo¬ 
mentum established on October 13. Once 
again demonstrators gathered in their 
thousands. Coaches streamed in from 
every part of the country, from Edinburgh 
to Exeter, from Plymouth to Peterborough. 
Cities like Nottingham and Birmingham 
brought sizeable contingents from local 
British-Asian communities, and a stag¬ 
gering 40 coaches came from Birmingham 
alone. 

Estimates of the size of the march have 
varied enormously. The official police fig¬ 
ure of 15,000 was so understated as to 
be ludicrous. However, some media out¬ 
lets were more truthful, and Sky News 
reported - that there were “probably thou¬ 
sands more demonstrators” than the 
CND-organised event (there were 
around 40,000 on October 13). The Stop 
the War Coalition claimed 100,000 imme¬ 
diately afterwards, but I would say that 
somewhere between 50,000 and 60,000 
would be about right. 

But the official police estimate shows 
that sections of the estabhshment were 
keen to downplay the anti-war mood. It 
hardly merited a mention on BBC TV or 
radio news, while several newspapers - 
notably The Times and The Daily Tel¬ 
egraph - ignored the event totally. How¬ 
ever, both The Guardian and The 
Independent carried reports (the former 
on the front page). Once again the focus 
was on the muslim contingent. Quotes 
were sought specifically from the tiny 
pro-Taliban, pro-bin Laden section of the 
march. The Guardian especially gave 
prominence to these types . Thus Azmat 
Rehan was reported as saying: “We be¬ 
lieve in the Taliban. The news only shows 
the bad side. The good side is that they 
stabilised the country” (November 19). 

Especially given the sudden and rapid 
implosion of the Taliban, the fundamen¬ 
talist section was actually smaller com¬ 
paratively. Other muslim contingents 
marched under slogans for peace and 
justice for all... and specifically against 
terrorism. Leaflets handed out by a hand¬ 
ful of ‘Friends of al Qa’eda’ fundamen¬ 
talists were to all intents and purposes 
answered by those which condemned 
the September 11 attacks as “unmuslim” 
- so much for the view of, amongst oth¬ 
ers, the Socialist Workers Party, that state¬ 
ments against fundamentalism coming 
from the left would cut us off from muslim 
support. 

The demonstration was overwhelm¬ 
ingly leftwing - in the broadest sense of 
the term - and besides the various muslim 
factions contained a number of distinct 
strands. This ideological ferment within 
the anti-war movement was immediately 
in evidence upon arrival at the Hyde Park 
assembly point. Apart from the SWP, 



The alliance should fight for a 
leading role 


Stop the War Coalition, Socialist Alli¬ 
ance, etc, pacifists, anarchists and the 
Communist Party of Britain all had con¬ 
tingents. Trade union banners were few 
in number and often had hardly anyone 
behind them. This political diversity of 
the movement was again illustrated from 
the platforms in Hyde Park and Trafalgar 
Square, which together featured no fewer 
than 36 speakers. 

These ranged from the ‘usual sus¬ 
pects’ like Tony Benn, George Galloway 
et al to non-political ‘celebrities’ like 
Bianca Jagger. However, perhaps the 
most powerful and eloquent testimony 
against the war came from those who 
have been directly involved. Yvonne 
Ridley, the Sunday Express journalist 
held by the Taliban on charges of spy¬ 
ing, delivered a rejoinder to those who 
claim the imperialists were targeting only 
the Kabul regime and al Qa’eda: “Af¬ 
ghanistan is more than the Taliban.” 
Michael Levin of New York Trade Un¬ 
ionists Against the War argued: “It is 
important that those of us who have 
suffered don’t want to inflict the same 
thing on other people.” 

It is inevitable that pacifistic cries 
against all war and illusions in the 
United Nations or ‘international law’ will 
be rife as the movement begins to take 
shape. But revolutionary socialists and 
communists must combat wrong ideas, 
not pander to them. We oppose the im¬ 
perialist ‘war on terrorism’, irrespective 
of whether or not it meets with the ap¬ 
proval of the UN or is strictly in accord¬ 
ance with bourgeois legality. The aim of 
such laws is of course primarily to pro¬ 
tect the interests of the ruling elite; reli¬ 
ance on them will only ideologically 


confuse and disarm our movement. 

Tony Benn echoed a commonly held 
view on the rest of the left that this was a 
“war for oil”. While it would be wrong to 
deny that oil has been one of the factors 
that has previously influenced US policy 
in the region, to say that it is the deter¬ 
mining factor in the decision to launch 
the current offensive is to seriously mis¬ 
understand the manner in which imperi¬ 
alism dominates that part of the world in 
the 21st century. The SWP, for example, 
declares in its leaflet distributed on the 
demonstration that if the US/UK coali¬ 
tion were victorious, “It will feel free to 
attack any popular movement threaten¬ 
ing the multinationals’ domination of the 
world’s oil.” Actually most oil in the Mid¬ 
dle East was nationalised long ago. Saudi 
Arabia, Kuwait, Iraq, Algeria, etc exercise 
state monopolies. Shell, Exxon, BP buy 
the stuff on the open commodity market 
at prices which are held high by the Opec 
cartel. 

Compared to October 13, there was 
less of an appetite for ideas. The war goes 
in favour of Bush and Blair. Their suc¬ 
cess dulls opposition, fervour and inquisi¬ 
tiveness. 

Nevertheless, the overall situation 
presents the left, and more specifically the 
Socialist Alliance, with an opportunity 
for advance. The SA did have a reason¬ 
ably high profile on the demonstration, 
and our democratically agreed slogan, 
‘Stop the war’, (in place of the pacifistic 
‘No to war’) was seen on the hundreds 
of S A placards that were carried through¬ 
out the march. And this time - unlike on 
October 13 - SA leaflets were actually 
handed out rather than being left in their 
boxes. 

Even at this stage the Socialist Alliance 
has a vital role to play in the anti-war 
movement in building the united work¬ 
ing class force that, alone, can stop Blair 


in his tracks. But there is no doubt that 
its main component does not see it that 
way. The SWP views the ‘broad’, ‘reform¬ 
ist’ S A as a foil for its own ‘revolutionism’. 
As on the previous demonstration, the 
SWP struck a left pose, this time with 
placards reading ‘Imperialism can’t bring 
peace’. The reasoning behind this ‘divi¬ 
sion of labour’ is deeply opportunist and 
a product of the SWP’s stated desire in 
an internal bulletin to “reflect and shape 
the developing radicalisation by making 
itself the core of the anti-imperialist left 
wing of the anti-war movement” (my 
emphasis Anti War Notes 4 November 8). 
Yet surely the Socialist Alliance is an 
obvious candidate for that role - embody¬ 
ing as it does the highest unity of the 
organised left. Yet the SWP continues to 
use its dominant position within the S A 
to downplay it. 

In the STWC this self-serving oppor¬ 
tunism has been combined with a spec¬ 
tacular failure of leadership. In the best 
Bemsteinian spirit, the movement ap¬ 
pears to be everything, with the aim re¬ 
duced to nothing - the movement being 
the field within which the SWP sect har¬ 
vests its recruits. 

Initially we were told that the STWC 
‘couldn’t possibly comment’ on internal 
Afghan politics for fear of spoiling the 
“winning formula” of uniting everybody. 
Opposing the reactionary Taliban regime 
was certainly off limits. However, events 
leapt ahead of the STWC. Kabul fell, the 
Taliban collapsed and clearly it was felt 
that supporters had to be reminded that 
there was indeed still a war on. The 
Northern Alliance had to be condemned 
as an ally of the imperialists, which in turn 
necessitated some comment on the Tali¬ 
ban themselves. 

So the STWC announced in a press 
statement: “Contrary to claims in some 
sections of the media, at no time has the 


anti-war movement in this country sup¬ 
ported the Taliban or indeed any other 
armed faction within Afghanistan. What 
all these factions have in common - in¬ 
cluding both the Taliban and Northern 
Alliance - is their contempt for democ¬ 
racy and human rights and their reliance 
on sponsorship and weaponry supplied 
by outside powers” (November 14). 

It was of course true that the STWC 
itself had never openly come out in sup¬ 
port of the Taliban - although of course 
some of its components, not least the 
SWP itself, tacitly hold such a position. 
But, as that self-appointed left-watcher, 
David Aaronovitch, pointed out in his 
column in The Independent , the same 
STWC had voted against the CPGB- 
AWL motion which opposed the Tali¬ 
ban. 

The S A should fight for a leading role, 
not only within the STWC, but also 
within the broader anti-war movement. 
Socialism must be put on the agenda. Part 
of that fight is to advance concrete slo¬ 
gans that advance the working class 
movement and take the fight to the Blair 
government. 

In formulating these slogans we must 
recognise that the imperialist war has 
clearly entered a ‘new phase’. The rapid 
disintegration of the Taliban has posed 
awkward questions, not just for our rul¬ 
ers, as they scramble to patch together a 
government that will hold together in 
Afghanistan, but also for our fledgling 
movement. 

As the STWC has implicitly recog¬ 
nised by its statement, it is now essen¬ 
tial to take a stand on the internal politics 
of Afghanistan. We need to be armed 
with answers , combining a rejection of the 
Taliban and the Northern Alliance with 
solidarity for the democratic stmggle of 
the peoples of Afghanistan • 

James Mallory 
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